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was said; but when Congress came to legalize | 
what the Executive had done, and to do what he | 
had recommended, then the liberty of the press | 
was assaulted and the Constitution violated. Mr. 
C. here referred to the President’s protest, and to 
the removal of the deposits, citing them as abuses 
of power, andspoke of the deposit banks as being 
a greater evil than the Bank of the United States. | 

Mr. GRUNDY said, no doubt the Senatorfrom | 


South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] was the best || 


judge himself as to whether he had done hisduty | 
to his country; but, in his (Mr. G.’s) humble | 
judgment, he would not put the bill into the 
Sande of enemies to do with it as they pleased. | 
He could not say as to the correctness of the | 
Senator from South Carolina in his belief that the | 
majority were going against the bill. If he had | 
reference to the objections made by the Senators 
from Ohio and Maine, and wished them brought 
in on party grounds, that would look a good deal | 
like making it a party question, and he did not | 
know whether it was best to do so. 

the party went together in most cases, yet they | 
tater red the right to differ in some instances, and 
could not be kept together on all questions. The 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Nives,] who 
was, undoubtedly, a very faithful supporter of 
the Administration, had, in this very case, dif- 
fered from the Executive recommendation; but 
that did not make him ananti-Administration man. 
Where they could conscientiously support the 
executive recommendations, the friends of the 
Administration were disposed to do so; but if a 
Senator, who was no Administration man, should 
occasionally vote against an executive recom- 
mendation, he was not considered, on that ac- | 
count, ananti-Administration man; nor if the Sen- | 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] should | 
happen to vote for an executive recommendation, 
it would not make him an Administration man. 
But he would. say this much, that if the Senator 
from South Carolina would bring in all his party 
to the support of the bill, they would, he had no 
doubt, be able to carry it. But where would this 
pony logic lead to? If (said Mr. G.) we bring 
in all the Administration party in support of this 
bill, then the Senator from South Carolina would 
leave us. And, indeed, he thought that Senator 
already not so zealous as at first. Mr. G. thought 
this a delicate question, and one that ought not to 
be acted on hastily. He would like to hear the 
views of others in relation to it. He wanted, 
however, a final action on it this session. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the Senator from Ten- 
nessee ee. Grunpy] was much mistaken in sup- 
posing he reflected any censure upon him as an 
Administration man. The President himself had 
given his recommendation, going much further 
in this matter than he had. The gentleman was 
correct in saying that, in the general range of 
party discipline, they reserved the right to act for 
themselves; but he saw in this House men who, 
by raising their finger, could make this a party 
question. It was his opinion that they made 
nothing a party question that was not connected 
with the spoils. The same party had ‘been 
brought to bear on the expunging resolution, the 
deposit question, the surplus funds, and which 
had kept those funds where they now were, in 
the hands of speculators, who were to be brought 
to bear on the people. That power was brought to 
bear on the spoils; and although the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Nives] had dissented in this 
case, he would have found it a little hazardous to 
have went against the executive recommendation 
in regard to the removal of the deposits, or the 
recharter of the United States Bank. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] had put. 
Tuesday as the day to postpone the bill to. ‘That 
Senator and himself agreed in the general. They 
had had conversations respecting the bill, and | 
his remarks were not intended to apply to him; 
but he feared that the bill, having grown out of | 
the subject of the executive me » might take 
@ part of the Administration from its support. 
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Mr. GRUNDY observed that it was hard that || 
the Senator from South Carolina and_himself || 
could not get along when they agreed. We agree 
(said he) as to the object, but as to the means of 
—e it we may disagree, though not essen- || 
tially. 

r. CALHOUN said that his remarks had no || 
application to the Senator from Tennessee, whom 
he knew, from frequent conversations with him, 
was in favor of the principles of the bill. 

Mr. GRUNDY continued. As to the respons- 
ibility being with the majority, he did not know | 


(one of the majority referred to) should be in the 
minority with the gentleman on this bill; for the | 
gentleman’s friends over the way might come | 
forward in a solid phalanx, and vote them down. | 
Now, he did not agree that it was necessary that 
the twenty-five friends of the Administration | 
should always go together in all things. He, it | 
was very well known, went with the Adminis- | 
tration on most occasions, but there might be | 
cases where he could not agree with them, and | 
there he would leave them. So also it might be | 
with other friends of the Administration, and | 
with regard to this bill. If the majority voted | 
for all the recommendations of the Executive, it | 
might be said of them, that they only registered | 
the edicts of the Executive,a enki y harsh ex- | 
pression, which had with great injustice been | 
used towards them. If, on the other hand, the 
majority did not go together for the measures | 
of the Executive, they would be charged with 
defeating his recommendation. He did not think | 
this fair. If the measure failed, the majorit 
should not be justly blamed as a party, but each 
individual member ought to bear the responsi- 
bility for the part he took. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, {Mr. ae) whom he heard 
yesterday, conscientiously believed that this bill 
would be a violation of the Constitution, and an 
assault on the liberty of the press; and, on the 
contrary, the Senator from South Carolina be- 
lieved that the measure was just and necessary, | 
and perfectly within the constitutional power of | 
Congress. He should not say that the Senator 
from South Carolina was an Administration man, | 
because he voted for a measure recommended by | 
the Executive; nor would he say that the Senator | 
from Massachusetts was an anti-Administration | 
man, for voting against it; because he believed | 
that the gentleman might be considered a very | 
good Administration man, and to be relied on on | 
most occasions. Believing that the bill was a 
safe and constitutional measure, and that the | 
times called for it, he should vote for it with some | 
modifications. He did not design to go into an | 
argument on its merits at that time, as he thought | 
that it had better be laid on the table for the pres- 
ent. He should aid the Senator from South 
Carolina in calling it up whenever it did not 
interfere with the railroad bill to which he had 
referred. 

Mr. CUTHBERT had no disposition, at pres- 
ent, to say anything as to matters more particu- 
larly before the Senate; but his purpose would be 
to state what, perhaps, though not stated, had | 
weighed with almost every gentleman who wished | 
the passage of this bill. All thought alike on the 
circumstances of the country on which this bill 
was intended to operate. A great Republic, com- 
posed of several different republics, covering a 
vast extent of territory, under the influence and 
restraints of a General Government; and the ques- 
tion occurred, will that General Government show 
a disposition to protect one or more of these re- 
publics 5 ee plots hatched against their internal 
peace? If this was a just view of the subject, 
then, though the measure should not be carried 
into complete effect, yet the sanction given to the 
principle, that this Government should protect, as 
far as the legitimate exercise of its powers per- 
mitted, the several members of the Confederacy, 
would have the most beneficial tendency. To 
prevent the effect of parties, that sanction would 
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| gentlemen, therefore, to endeavor to give to this 
/measure that modified form eee to 
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be all important by sustainin;; on the one hand, 
He called upon 


any party, that would calm the feelings of the 
southern States, by showing them that the States 
which do not hold slaves shall not become arm- 


| ories for the forging of arms with which to assail 
| them. 
|| manded; all that a sense of justice and humanity 
| required; and was dictated by the soundest policy 


This was all that the southern States de- 


as well as by every patriotic feeling. 

Observations in reference to this subject had 
been made by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
which he much regretted to hear on that floor. 
He wished that the gentleman would restrain the 
frequent repetition of such expressions, as they 
necessarily brought on him, he feared, a suspicion 
of his sincerity. Why (said Mr. C.) should this 
be a party question? It would show a wicked- 
ness, a recklessness of the welfare of our common 
country, in any man, to endeavor to make it so. 
He wished the gentleman would restrain the ex- 
ge of such feelings, as southern rights might 

é injuriously affected by a frequent recurrence 
to topics of this kind. 

Mr. CALHOUN touched those topics because 
he knew there was a potent power in this Gov- 
ernment, and when he coal the opposition comin 
from the quarter it did this morning, he confesse 
he thought it withdrawn from this bill. He dif- 
fered from the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cura- 
BERT] in adverting to the responsibility of the . 


majority in regard to this matter. It was salutary 
to bring public attention to it. He was sorry to 
see the 


enator’ from Tennessee [Mr. Graunpy] 
employ his wit in so grave and solemn a question. 
He must say his wit was good and his reasons 
feeble. He alluded to the power invested in the 
Government by its patronage, and the immense 
amount of money at its disposal, and its control 
of the press. All he asked was that the Execu- 
tive should keep the people in a state of harmony. 
He objected to the power exercised, because he 
had seen its abuse when applied to the removal 
of the public deposits, and its distribution of the 
spoils. The Executive had expressed himself 
boldly in regard to suppressing these publications, 
and he would rs manly; and he would do him 
the justice to say he believed him sincere, although 
mistaken in this matter. He (Mr. C.) had not 
abandoned his interest in-this bill; he had put it 
into the hands of a stronger party. He was 
happy to hear the general remarks of the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Curnpert.}] He wanted the 
country should have their eyes upon it. One 
point he could not abandon, and that was to have 
a final vote on the bill, and that he was determined 
to have. If the Senator from Tennessee would 
call it up in a reasonable time, he would consent 
to its postponement. 

Mr. GRUNDY thought that they could get 
along with this bill without making it a party 
question. What division on it there would be 
among the friends of the Administration, he was 
not able to say; though he thought the most of 
them were friendly to the principles involved. 
Then, if the gentleman would get his friends over 
the way to give the bill their support, it might 
be carried, even if the Administration should be 
against them. The Senator said that he had 
exercised some wit, and that his wit was good 
while his reasoning was weak. He would not 
say whether his reasoning was good or otherwise; 
he would leave that to be judged of by others; 
but he would say, that it was better to have the 
wit good than to have both wit and reasoning 
bad. He would not make this application to the 
Senator from South Carolina. He had thought 
that what he said was in the legitimate course of 
argument, and he spoke in his own way, as he 
had done on frequent occasions. 

He thought the best course would be to lay the 
bill on the table, as further discussion would only 
consume time without producing any practical 
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good. He would aid the gentleman in taking it 
upon the day proposed, provided it did not inter- 
fere with the railroad bill, which had by accident 
been put out of its proper place. 

Mr. NILES said he would say a word in reply 
to the remarks of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Catcnoon,} which seemed to have a per- 
sonal allusion to himself. He did not suppose that 
his course would be acceptable to that gentleman, 
but he little thought of hearing a complaint of 
the kind he had just heard—the want of a 
fidelity and zeal; he little expected such a charge 
from any one, and, least of all, from the Senator 
from South Carolina. He had supposed that his 
course had been such as to have satisfied that 

mtleman, at least, that he was prepared to do 

is duty as an humble supporter of the Adminis- 
tration. He had supposed, that, so far as party 
politics are concerned, he was quite orthodox, 
and always came directly up and toed the mark. 
He, with other supporters of the Administration, 
had been repeatedly charged by that Senator of 
being governed entirely by Executive influence; 


of not possessing a particle of independence; of || 


being mere palace slaves. After these bold im- 
putations, repeated so often and with so much 


would be made a matter of complaint against any 
of us, that we had too much inde 
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|| himself—he could only speak for himself. 
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|| attention to another quarter. 
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were based upon them. Perhaps no one had more 


_ confidence in that officer than himself; yet he dis- || 
| sented from these opinions, and had so informed 


him. 

The Senator asks whether a new political 
movement is not about to take place—whether 
now the power and patronage of the President are 
nearly at an end, and his agency in disposing of 
the spoils—whether those who had suraedl so 
much admiration, and been such devotees of 


| power, were not about to transfer theiradmiration 
| and devotion to another object? Mr. N. said he 
|| could answer the question, so far as concerned 


It 1s 
| true the power and patronage of the Executive 


| are nearly spent; the offices are all filled; few more 


| appointments are to be made; and those whose 
deference to the President has sprung from mo- 
tives of this kind, may now be directing their 
But this will not 
| diminish the number of those honest supporters 


|| who have been influenced from confidence in the 


man, and admiration of the strong points in his 
| character. Sir, in whatever is personal, in what- 


|| ever belongs to the services, the character, the 
vehemence, who could have supposed that it | 


' 


yndence and | 


did not yield implicit deference to Executive re- | 


commendations! Although prepared to hear 
almost anything from that gentleman, he did not 
expect a iodanaien of this kind. 

he Senator says it is marvelous; he does not 
understand it; some great change must have 
taken place, and asks what it can mean. Sir, 


| 
| 


high attributes of mind of the venerable man 
| who now fills the highest executive office, those 
who have been his admirers are not the less so 
now, when his power isdeparting. The splendid 
sun which they gazed upon with delight and ad- 
miration when at its meridian, when its power 
and effulgence were at their height, they still gaze 
/upon with equal veneration and respect—they 


| discover it to be the same orb, unimpaired in its 


(said Mr. N.,) 1 willexplain this matter; 1 will tell | 


the gentleman what it all means. That gentleman 


has heretofore grossly misrepresented the friends | 


of the Administration. We are not.the passive 
instruments of power; we are not the palace 
slaves the 
to be. This is the explanation of the whole 
matter. I will not charge him with doing us 
such injustice intentionally and willfully, but it 
has proceeded from his violent prejudices, his 
heated imagination, and his uncontrolled passions, 
which have swayed his judgmentand carried him 
great lengths; further, perhaps, than he is himself 
aware. 

He (Mr. N.) was charged with having de- 
nounced the Executive recommendation. This 
is entirely incorrect. 
the gentleman’s bill and the recommendation of 
the President are the same thing. The message 
merely presented the — to Congress, for 
their consideration, whether some legislation 
might not be necessary, but does not point out 
what that legislation is to be. He had, however, 

eat doubts whether there could be any legis- 
ation on this subject. He had great confidence 
in the judgment as well as the integrity of the 
President; of his profound and almost intuitive 
sagacity, his mature judgment, and strong, prac- 
tical common sense, he had the most exalted 
Opinion; in these streng points of character, he 
knew of no man living who is his equal. But 


the President is not infallible, and he could not | 
act on his recommendation unless he was satisfied | 
that it was just. The Senator says, entertaining | 


the views he (Mr. N.) did, it was his duty to 
have introduced a resolution inquiring into the 
conduct of the Postmaster General who had ex- 
ercised similar powers to those proposed to be 
conferred on him by this bill. This (said Mr. 
N.) is a mistake. What has the Postmaster 
General done? He addressed a letter to the post- 
master at New York, and another to the post- 
master at Charleston, South Carolina, saying that 
although there was no law authorizing him to 
exclude any papers or pamphlets from the mail, 
on the ground of their character or tendency, yet 
considering that in doing so they had acted from 
an urgent necessity, and from the high consider- 
ations of the safety of the mail, as well as the 
peace and security of society, he should not cen- 
sure their conduct. This is all the Postmaster 
General has done, unless it be to throw out some 


gestions and doubts whether it was proper 


su 
and lawful to convey in the mail publications pro 
hibited by the laws of the States into which they 
were to be conveyed. These were mere spec- 


ntleman has so often represented us | 


He had yet to learn that | 
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| power, shining with the same steady and undi- 
minished light, as in its course it descends to the 
| far west, and will soon disappear forever from 
our political horizon. 
| After some remarks of Mr. MORRIS, the bill 
| was laid on the table; and 
On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate ad- 
| journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, -4pril 13, 1836. 
Mr. SPEIGHT moved a call of the House; 


which was negatived. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 

| leave, by Messrs. HALL, of Vermont, EVANS, 
| and HOAR. 
On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, a joint 
| resolution referring the petition and papers of the 
heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, to the Secretary 
| of the Navy, to report thereon to Congress, was 
taken up, read a third time and adopted. 

Mr. REED, on leave, from the select commit- 
tee to which the same was referred, reported 
without amendment, the bill from the Senate for 
| the benefit of Boyd Reilly, and the same was com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
| lishing a post.route from Wilkesbarre via White Haven, 


Loury Town, to L&usanne, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 





| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of replacing 


the name of John Curtis, of Virginia, on the pension roll. 


On motion of Mr. HEISTER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


} 


lishing a post route between the borough of Reading, in 
Berks county, and the Blue Ball, in Lancaster county, 
Pennsylvania, by way of the State road recently laid out 
and opened between those two places. 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


| lishing a post route from Good Hope to Lima, in Indiana. 
| On motion of Mr. MARTIN, it was 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 





Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

| establishing a post route from Bellefonte, in Jackson county, 

Alabama, by the way of Langston, to De Kalb court-house, 

erokee court-house, and thence to Jacksonville, Benton 
county, Alabama. 


| 
| SELECTING DEPOSIT BANKS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the unanimous 


prapent of the House to offer the following reso- 
ution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
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| to communicate to this House full information of the mode 


and manner of selecting banks in the several States or ‘Ter. 
ritories for the deposit of the public money of the Uniteq 
| States, of all contracts, agreements, or stipulations eutereg 
| into with said banks, for the safe-keeping of said moneys ; 
| that the Secretary ofthe Treasury also state what agents have 
| been employed, the nature and extent of their agency, and 
the compensation which such agents have received in an 
way from the Government of the United States ; and that he 
also state what officers or agents on the part of said banks 
have in any way participated or been instrumental in the 
formation of any such contracts, agreements, or stipula- 
tions, concerning the deposit and safe-keeping of said 
moneys in said banks. 


Mr. WISE rose, and objected to the reception 

| of the resolution, and asked the consent of the 

House to permit him (which was not allowable 

under the rules) to state his reasons for objecting 
to the reception of the resolution. 

Objection being made, the CHAIR stated that 

the gentleman could only proceed by permission 
| of the House; and the question being put, there 
appeared 59 in the affirmative, when 
r. WISE asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and the question was stated by the 
Chair. 

Mr. WISE. With your permission, sir, I will 
| announce to the House, that I do not wish to 
enter into a debate upon this proposition, but 
wanes ee to myself. 

[Mr. W. was here interrupted by cries of 
‘** Order !”’ from various parts of the Hall. 

The question was then taken; and the House 
refused to permit Mr. Wise to state the reasons 
which induced him to apport the introduction of 
the resolution of his colleague, by the following 
vote: 


YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bell, 
Bond, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, George 
Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Denny, Dromgoole, 
Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, Glascock, Granger, 
Graves, Griffin, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Samuel 8. 
Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, 
Janes, John W. Jones, Luke Lea, Lewis, Love, Loyall, 
| Lyon, Jobn Y. Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, Me- 
| Kennan, Mercer, Morris, Parker, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phil- 
lips, Reed, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Slade, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
Thompson, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Wil- 
liams— 66. 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Beau- 
mont, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Boyd, Burns, Cambreleng, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Craig, 
Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson, Doubleday, Fairfield, Far- 
lan, Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gillet, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Albert G. Harrison,Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Holsey, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John- 
son, Cave Johnson, Judson, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen- 
smith, Lane, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas 
Lee Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Job Mann, Manning, Mar- 
tin, Willian Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKim, McLene, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 
son, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, Jobn Reynolds, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, and Weeks—88. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice that he should 
renew his request to the House to-morrow to pre- 
sent the resolution, and should it be again ob- 
jected to, he should then move a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. BELL appealed to Mr. Wise to withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. WISE said he would immediately give his 
colleague [Mr. DromGoo.e] an opportunity of 
offering his resolution. 

Mr. W. then asked leave to offer the following 
resolution, which he read: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for persons and papers, to inquire into the 
mode or agency of selecting the banks of de t for the 
public money ; the contracts with the Treasury Department, 
by which they are regulated, the manner in which, and the 

rsons by whom such contracts are or have been made ; 
into all correspondence whatsoever touching contracts for 
the deposit of the public money ; and into all connection, 
relation, official or unofficial, which exists, or has existed, 
between any pesson or persons and the Treasury Depart- 
ment, or between them and the deposit banks, or any in- 
dividuals or banks, touching the custody and the control 
and re of the public money ; or between ee 
ment of the Executive, and any individual or individuals 
or banks touching the disbursements of the public money, 
appro iated or un. by law ; and into the amount 
of compensation of any or all agents whatsoever, official 
or unofficial, connected with the said Departments, or sa 
banks, touching canoe NT pean or deposit 
of the public money ; and that committee have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. W. said, if the House would permit him 
to offer this resolution, his colleague could move 
his as an amendment, and this would cut off the 
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previous question upon the former, as in that On motion of Mr. EVANS, the resolution was || Mr. MASON, of Virginia, to whom the inter- 

case it would be the main question. He had no || ordered to be printed. rogatory had yesterday been directed, replied to 

idea of calling upon rogues for an account of The joint resolution from the Senate, fixing a || the question of Mr. Bert as to the authority 

their own conduct. day for the adjournment of Congress, came up in || fer sending two ministers plenipotentiary. Mr. 
Objection being made, order. I 


H. denied that these distinguished gentlemen 
(Messrs. Howard and Rush) went in that char- 
acter; but that they were mere agents. He went 
on to show, at length, from the-directions given 
to those gentlemen, that the President had done 
nothing more than his constitutional duty re- 
quired him todo, These geutlemen were mere 
agents, sent to collect information, an appoint- 
| ment the President had the constitutional power 

to make. Mr. M. had no other means of know- 
ing the views of the Executive than what was to 


Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rules, Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to postpone its || 
and asked for the yeas and nays, which were or- || consideration until the first Tuesday in May. | 
dered, and were—yeas 76, nays 96; as follows: Mr. SPEIGHT objected to the postponement 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Beil, Bond, || to the day mentioned: he would not approve its 
Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, Childs, || postponement for one week. 

Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Denny, Mr. CAMBRELENG reminded the gentleman 
Evans, Everett, Philo C, Fuller, James Garland, Granger, 1 he d 4 by hi if distant 
Graves, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, || tat the day named by himself was not distant. 
Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, || He’was fora to fixing any day for the adjourn- 
Waneeoeenenasne ee oe ment until the bill in relation to the public de- 
Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John Y. posits was passed by Congress. 

Mason, Maury, MeCarty, MoComas, Mckay, MeKennan, Mr. SPEIGHT was anxious that the bill, to |/ be found in the communications sent tothe House, 
lips, Reed, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Stade, || which the gentleman had referred, should be acted || the President’s message on the subject, with the 
Sioane, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, ‘Taliaferro, || on, When a day was fixed for the adjournment, || accompanying documents, and the opinion of the 
Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, 


i i | » ene ; 

White, Whittlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—75. the business of the House would progress with || Attorney Gene ral, from all of which he mons 
NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Beaumont, || More regularity and dispatch. || various extracts, There was a multiplicity oO 
Bockee, Boon, Boyd, Burns, Cambreleng, Casey, George Mr. HARDIN was in favor of the motion of || instances of the same kind of appointments, or ex- 

Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleve- 


lend. Cole es Lo ae the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Campre- || ercise of discretionary power, in Mr. Jefferson's, 
and, Coffee, Conner, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Dickerson r anal : lle; ec : , 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, || LENG-] No good (he Reels = et bert as) af Mr. ete on ser 
French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Glas- from acting on the resolution at oresent. m Bae 1 ams's,an ing > presen ministration, 
cock, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel 8. Harrison, |} adverted to the great number of bills unacted on, || sending an agent to the Creek country. There 
Fn Perkin, Mgynem Hendcraon, ig + Sans, and particularly the bill extending the pension act were numberless instances, from the foundation 
ubiey untsman abez Jackson anes arvis Jave 99 s = } 2 s of the Government wh pre are ‘ sent i 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Judson, || Of 1832, which he was ee be ee Ht ae ‘ie . Saas ae oo aa’ sae 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Gideon Lee, Joshua || and which he believed would be sustained by a_ y I purpose. pecul. 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Job Mann, Manning, || majority of the House. If they should not be || structure of our system of Government, havin 
ome Mermt,, Wien Bang May, ae wae ee, prepared to dispose of the resolution on the day || no Home department, rendered the exercise o 
ontgomery, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks : eke Se ake : »y || this small discretio : ha 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Potts, || 2@™ d by the gentleman from New York, they il aamedonal Ay sal Is io Peat: oor on 
John Reynolds, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, || could further postpone it. ; |; Gispensadle, under the application of the princi- 
Sutheiland, Taylor, Thomas, Jobn Thomson, Toucey, Mr. TOUCEY hoped the motion of the gentle- ple salus ret ublice suprema lex. Mr. M. reviewed 
Turrill, Wagener, Ward, Webster, and Weeks—96. man from New York would prevail. The com- || at length the circumstances growing out of the 
So the House refused to suspend the rules. mittees of the House had been maturing and i Michigan controversy, and contended the Presi- 
Mr. DROMGOOLE then rose, and remarked, || laboriously preparing business for the final action || dent had most emphatically done his duty, and 
that he had intended waiting till to-morrow morn- of the House. A mass of important business | ee! ht thi ‘ i 
ing before asking leave again to offer his resolu- had in that way been brought before the body. || | Mr. thought this a very important sub- 
tion; but, believing the House then to be probably It was to be hoped that the long political speeches | te on break ould be discusse 1, woos he 
as full as it would be to-morrow, he thought it as || of the session had been delivered—especially - no desire to ring os protracted debate. 
well to ascertain at once whether leave would be those in reference to the presidential election. ads as pr however, ’ hi tes om os 
granted. He therefore moved a suspension of the || The House had, for a few days past, manifested | ewenges ty ors J is meetre by the 
rule till one o’clock this day, for the purpose of || @ disposition to dispose of the legitimate public | poses = jibes 0 - ae fond a soe 
offering the resolution indicated... (See above.) || business. When the day named by the gentle- | eee t Shoe ae als e charge ae ‘eal det one 
Mr. HOPKINS asked for thyeas and nays; || man from New York arrived, they could then act || for the purpose o ‘apfaitne “th a political debate. 
which were ordered. more understandingly on the resolution. | ee ig the comp net that no other onpor- 
Mr. STORER and Mr. WISE suggested vari- Mr. MERCER thought nothing would be || tunity had been, or would be, afforded a oe 
ous modifications to Mr. DROMGOOLE, who || gained by now fixing aday for the adjournment. | — ae ee Pe he aad = 
stated that, if the rule was suspended, they could ere they to do so, much time would be spent | Of the prrnsse Soe orer raps com the commence re 
be offered as amendments, and they were with- || by ae to sus me the rules, in order to give | owered. Fla contuatan anc the Aeatiocnon oon te 
drawn. recedence to particular measures, pred. hat the genUemen se 
The question was then taken; and decided in Mr. MASON, of Virginia, obtained the floor; | the ee boundary an be in eran of 
the affirmative—yeas 158, nays 19; as follows: — the _— oe arrived, the Chair announced | ppg al : y paadinadl « dalkauan paaien ees 
> se the special order. . ; a we ASPs . 
YEAS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, Barton, P much so as the controversy with South Carolina, 
Beal, Bean, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Boyd, GENERAL: APPROPRIATION BILL. where tio special minister hall dvér been sent 
Bunch, Burns, William B. Cathoun, Cambreleng, Casey, : sient “re no spec } B ° 
Chaney, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Jolin I*. H. Clai- On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the || He maintained that the President had exceeded 
pe: ae Clevenet Coffee, Conus arg ~r thao || House, in further execution of the special order || his authority by the appointment in question, and 
vramer, Crane, Cushman, Darlington, Denny, Dickerson , OF Ss ars : 5 . ‘ 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, of the 26th of January, re solved itself into a | or he had no oe < Ne ae aot gre 
Farlin, Fowler, French, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, || Committee of the Whole on the state of the | without a nomination to, and confirmation by, the 
Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grant- || Union, (Mr. Parron in the chair) and resumed || Senate. It was the introduction of a dangerous 
cri ene de amy Ha mez at | the consideracion of the bill making appropria- | principle, which would enable the President to 
Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Holsey, || tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of || on ¢ aaeaad ne a oe we - law. 
Hopkins, Howell, Hubley, Huntsman, William Jackson, || Government for the year 1836. ; || One of the precedents referred to by the gentleman 
Jabez Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Jobn- The question pending was the motion of Mr. || from Virginia was that of Mr. Key to Alabama, 
son, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Klin- || 4 17. Siepperp to amend the fourth clause by || and.it was the case cited by Mr. B. yesterday, as 
striking out the sum of $25,000 ‘‘ for incidental || the only other he knew of a like character. He 
and contingent expenses of the Department of | found Mr. Key was paid from October, 1833, to 
State, including the expense of publishing and || January, 1834, $3,400, and the agents to Michigan 
distributing the laws,’ and inserting the sum of || $1,800. It was not the amount of compensation, 


— Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Le Gideon Lee, 

oshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Deonard, Lincoin, 

Logan, Loyal), Lucas, Lyon, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, 

ris, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Frank- g5,000 for the former object, and $12,000 for pub- || however, that he condemned, but the principle 

lin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, || lishing and distributing the laws. || now for the first time introduced—a principle re- 

Phelps, Phillips, patiacBont, John Reynolds, Rogers, Rus- Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, remarked that || plete with the most dire and destructive conse- 

ee Thomson, Toweey, a ar Underwood, Vanderpoel, ink, &c., though he advocated the most econom- | = could be given against the coe of 

‘inton, Wagener, Ward, Washington, Webster, Weeks, || ; ndi that fund; and it was his || these pure or impure contingencies. ere were 

White, and Sherrod Williams—158. ” ; mj teed expeudhare of the P P . 

Thompson, White, and offer it as an amendment to the bill, or as an ad- || without the House of Representatives ever hav- 
So the rule was suspended. ditional clause to it. In substance it was as fol- || ing been called upon to make the appropriation. 
The CHAIR remarked that the resolution of || lows: To make it the duty of the Secretaries || It was under the head of contingencies that these 

objection to considering the resolution at that || each year, a statement exhibiting. the expenses || viewed the opinion of the Attorney General, and 

time. of the previous year of the various items appro- contended that the President, in the ee 
Objection being made, Mr. WISE moved to || priated by Congress under the head of contingent || of Messrs. Howard and Rush, had departed from 


Jolin Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 
rell, Seymour, Augustine [1- Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, it was impossible for the House to go irito every || quences to a free Government. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bond, Buchanan, Carter, George Cham- intention, either then, or at some future stage || embassadors, agents, or missionaries appointed 
Mr. Dromaooxe would, under the rule, lie over || of State, the Treasury, and War, the heads of || illegal payments were made; and this fact demon- 
suspend the rule for this day, for the purpose of || expenses, specifying each item of expenditure, that opinion. Mr. Butler stated, that the Presi- 
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a McComas, McKay, McKennan, McKim, Mc- 
Lene, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
uiees wise, Siouee, Bouts, Manager, 5 ie Thomas’ minutiz then of contingent expenditure, for pens, |; Mr. WISE said this was one of the best cases 
bers, Fry, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Jarvis, Cave John- || of the bill, to offer an amendment applying to || without a nomination to the Senate, and the 
son, Keanon Kiana, Lewes, Love, Peyton; Waddy || all the incidentals and contingencies. He should || money actually paid to them for their services, 
ise—19. 
one day. bureaus, and the Postmaster General, to lay be- || strated the necessity of no longer — any 
Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped there would be no |} fore Congress, in the first week of January in|! more contingent appropriations. {r. . re- 
ne : : : +r of removing the officers and 
considering the lution; which was negatived || and name of persons to whom the money was |! dent had the power of r 
es ee — ution; esa! paid. P y |! appointing others in their places; but he made no 
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‘ recommendation for the President to appoint | 


extra officers, and, therefore, the President’s con- | 
duct was at war with the opinion of the Attorney | 
General of the United States. Mr. W. also con- | 


tended that the ae in question were I} 


unconstitutional, being informally made, and | 
without the authority of law. These conun- | 
gencies he designated as nuisances, contra bonos | 
mores, and items that ought no longer to be sanc- | 
tioned. Though they might at first have been 

introduced ex necessitate rei, at an early period of 

the Government, the necessity for them no longer 
existed. 

Mr. W. then referred to the subject of the 
deposit banks, and the obstructions thrown in 
the way of a rigid investigation into the manner 
by which they were selected. Referring to Mr. 
Dromcoore’s resolution, heargued that it did not | 
go far enough. Mr. W. desired a full and rigid | 
scrutiny by a select committee, not only into them, | 
but also into the connection of Reuben M. Whit- 
ney with those banks, for he was prepared to 
prove that this individual was paid, indirectly, 
out of the public Treasury. hitney was the 
agent of the deposit banks at Washington. These 
banks had the use of the public money without 











paying any interest for it, when there were other | 


solvent banks throughout the country who would 


willingly pay one and one and a half per cent.; and || 


the inference was irresistible. The resolution of 

his colleague was merely one of inquiry, and that 

inquiry to be made of he Secretary of the Trea- | 
sury, notof investigation, and was unsatisfactory. 

He also desired an investigation into the doings | 
of the Secretary himself, 

Mr. W. then adverted to another alleged fraud 
of an agent of the Government, into whose hands 
asum of $650,000, oe at the last ses- 
sion, had been placed, which was kept by him, 
as was said, for some ten months, used in some 
private speculations, by which he realized some 
ten, twenty, thirty, or forty thousand dollars. 

He then referred to the condition of the deposit 
banks, which were unable to meet their liabilities 
if called upon. Should a proposition be agreed 
upon to distribute the surplus revenue, there 
would be a general smash among them. They 
could not meet the call for the deposits. He 
then recurred to his charges against Reuben M. 





Whitney, as connected with his relations to the || 


deposit banks, whom he designated as the mis- 
erable = of the Treasury and of the party. 
He said, in reply to the card in this morning’s 


Globe, that he cared nothing about eeaeer 
1is || 


perjuries, or private transactions, but only 
connection with the Treasury and the people’s 
money. He also wished to bring Levi Wood- 
bury, Whitney’s master and copartner, to the 
bar of public opinion, by the appointment of a 
select committee, with authority to send for per- 
sons and papers. There were serious charges, 


he solemnly assured the House, he could prove || 


against Whitney, if not against the Secretary. 
Mr. W. dwelt at length on this subject, and con- 
trasted the repugnance of Mr. Woodbury to in- 
vestigation with the voluntary solicitation of Mr. 
Hamilton and Mr. Crawford for an inquiry into 
their conduct. He said, m conclusion, that he 
would not vote for one dollar of appropriation, 
either pure or impure, till he knew where the 
public moneys were, whether they were safe or 
not, by whom and how they were used, and 
whether they were abused or not. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD rose to address the 
committee, but 

Mr. BOND, remarking that the gentleman was 
indisposed, moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he should be sorry 
to interpose an objection under such circum- 
stances, but he would merely remark that, if they 
were to go on in this way, it would be impossible 
to see when this bill could go through. It was 
twenty-one folio pages in length, and they had 
not yet progressed with the first six lines of it, 
upon a clause of which the whole controversy 
involved an amount oaly of $8,000. 

Mr, A, H, SHEPPERD then proceeded to ad- 
dress the committee at length, in support of his 






amendment, and referred toa variety of particulars |; 


of expenditure, both in the State and other De- 
partments, under the head of eontingent expenses, 
to show that the sum of $5,000 would amply cover 
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the whole of the incidentals and contingencies of 
the Department of State; and that $12, would 
be sufficient to cover the expense of publishing 
and distributing the laws. 

The amendment was then rejected—ayes 55, 
noes 67. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out the 
following clause: ** For the superintendent and 
watchman of the northeast executive building, 
$1,500.” 
| Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD thought the item of 
_ $5,350 for the contingent expenses of the said 

uilding enough to cover this expenditure. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG made a brief explana- 
tion; and, afterafew words from Mr. HARPER, 
and Mr. JOHNSON of Tennessee, the amend- 
ment was rejected without a division. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to increase the 
item of $24,700 for compensation to the clerks 
and messengers in the office of Third Auditor 
to $27,000; which, after a few words of explana- 
tion from Mr. C., was agreed to. 


| Mr. LAY moved to strike out the two follow- | 


ing clauses: For compensation to the Solicitor of 
| the Treasury $3,500, and for compensation to the 
clerks, &c., in said office $1,650. 

Mr. L. said he was given to understand this 
| office was a mere sinecure. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that the gentle- 
man had better move to repeal the law under which 
the office was created. 
| ‘The amendment was rejected, and a motion 
_was made by Mr. CamBRELENG to increase the 


was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to strike 
out the item of $220 for compensation to the sec- 
retary to the commissioners of the sinking fund, 
to the 16th of February last; and after a few words 
from Messrs. CAMBRELENG, LAWRENCE, 
and JOHNSON, the committee rose for want of 
a quorum, and reported that fact to the House. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that, inasmuch as there 


were many important bills before the House which || 


were delayed by the appropriation bills, and as 
it was probable that they might be able to get 
through this bill to-night, he moved a call of the 
House. : 

Mr. VINTON moved an adjournment. 

Mr. PARKS was confident hove was a quorum 
|in the House; and, with a view to ascertain that 
| fact, he called for the yeas and nays; which were 
| ordered, and were—yeas 78, nays 53. 

So the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, April 14, 1836. 


Mr. McKEAN presented three petitions from 
a large number of citizens of Philadelphia, remon- 
| strating against the admission of Arkansas into 
the Union, with the clause in her constitution 
authorizing slavery; which was laid on the table. 
| Mr. SWIFT presented the petition of Ephraim 

Page, praying for a pension; which was referred 

| to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of a num- 
| ber of ship-owners and others of Providence, 
| Rhode Island, praying for an appropriation for 
| placing buoys, dolphins, &c., in the Providence 
| river; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of the 
heirs of Edward Randolph; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


| 
| 
| 
| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
| 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
| Claims, to which was referred the bill for the re- 
| lief of Simon Gerom, reported the same without 
/ amendment, and stated it as the opinion of the 
_ committee, that the bill ought not to pass. 
| Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Man- 
_ufactures, to which had been referred the petition 
_ of the citizens of Brooklyn, New York, and other 

aes, praying for the repeal of the duty on 
| foreign coal, made an unfavorable report thereon. 


RESOLUTIONS. : 


| Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
| which lies on the table one day: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| sum of $1,650 in the latter clause to $3,950; which | 
| 
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Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Helena, seat of justice of 
Pettis county, Missouri, to the seat of justice of Benton 
county. 

Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following res- 
| olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the returns for the last three months from 

| the Bank of the United States, and the different deposit 

banks, communicated to the Senate on the 14th of January 
last, be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sever- 
ally read twice and referred to the appropriate 

| committees: 
| A bill for the relief of George Bender; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of Michael Fenwick, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover, of 
Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Asa Armington, and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Stoddard; 

A bill for the relief of John Barkley; 

A bill for the relief of Amelia Leach; 

A bill for the relief of John F. Lewis; 

A bill for the relief of James Moorand William 
Moor; 
| A bill confirming to the legal representatives of 
| Thomas F. Reddick, a tract of land; 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Forbes, a spy 
| in the late war; 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
| Morgan, of the State of Tennessee; 

A bill for the relief of Israel Ingall; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Forbes, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Neibert, 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Sykes; 
| <A bill repealing the 14th section of the act in- 
corporating the subscribers of the Bank of the 
United States, approved April 10, 1816; 
| A bill for the relief of James Bradford, of Lou- 
| isiana; 

A bill for the relief of John Almon and George 
Woolsey; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Bennett, Peter 
Guthrie, George W. Bennett, James Calvin, John 
| Fifer, and the heirs of Henry Sumpton, deceased; 
and 

A resolution referring the petition and papers 
of the heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, to the 
Secretary of the Navy, to report thereon to Con- 
gress. 











RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolutions lying on the table were sever- 
| ally concurred in. 


LAND PATENTS. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Sen- 
ate took up the bill giving effect to patents for 
public lands, issued in the names of deceased 
persons; and, after being amended. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the several States, and for granting lands to cer- 

tain States, was taken up as the special order. 








Mr. BENTON observed, that this bill contained 
the same donation for the State of Missouri as 
was contained in a bill introduced by himself; 
and he would barely observe, that the Legislature 
of Missouri had passed resolutions asking for this 
donation of fifty thousand acres, while they re- 
monstrated against the passage of this distribu- 
tionland bill. The representatives of Missouri, in 
accordance with the wishes of their Legislature, 
preferred that this donation should be made in a 
separate bill, and he therefore moved that it be 
stricken out from the bill before them. He pre- 
sumed there could be no objection to this motion 
on the part of the Senate. 

Mr.WALKER said that, as the bill now stood, 
he should move, as an amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri, to strike out the 
donation of a like quantity of land to the State of 
Mississippi. He thought nothing could be more 
clear than that it was the duty of Congress to 
put all the new States on an equal footing as to 

' grants of land, and that Mississippi, therefore, 
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u 
on been given to other new States. It was per- 
certain, also, that if this grant to Missis- 
sippl should be retained in the bill, she would get 
nothing; fog even if the bill passed, it was known, 
from the avowed sentiments of the Executive, 
that it must receive his veto. Asa representative 
of Mississippi, therefore, he would not perform 
his duty to hig,State, if he stood by and silently 
permitted this Brant to pass in a bill which never 
could become a law, and, in consequence of 
which, Mississippi would receive no grant. 

Mr. PORTER took a different view of this 
rd to his State, from the Senator 
pi, (Mr. Warker.] He voted for 

Slate of Louisiana in the bill intro- 


feetly 


matter, in 1 
from Mississi 
including the 


duced by that Senator, and he should also vote | 


for this. It was doing an act of justice to Louisi- 
ana. 
views or square his acts to meet the views of the 
President. He did not feel authorized to say the 
President would not take a different view of the 
measure from what he had taken formerly. He 
knew he did not change his views ae 

But, whatever might be his views, he (M 


considered it his duty to vote for all grants to) 


Louisiana, let them come in what shape they 
might; and he was sorry the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi did not concur with him. But the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi and Missouri understood 
the interests of their States better than he did, 
and he would vote for their amendments. 

Mr. CLAY observed that the provisions in the 
bill, by which grants of lands were made to the 
new States, were made on the principles of equal- 
ization and compromise. In that view the grants 
were made in Louisiana, Missouri, and all the 
new States except Ohio, so ds to bring their 
donations up to the quantity that had been re- 
ceived by the last-mentioned State. So far as | 
his vote went, he should vote to expunge from the 
bill the grant to any new State, whose two Sen- 
ators concurred in desiring it to be soexpunged. 
He would here observe, that any reference to | 
what the President would do, with regard to a 
measure pending before the House, was not al- | 
together parliamentary; and if such a reference 
were made in the English Parliament, as to the 
opinions of the King, it would be immediately 
decided to be out of order. And here, too, the 
same question of order would have been raised, 
if they had not gone further than they ever had 
in England as to executive responsibility. The 
proper rule was, that each Department of the 
Government should perform its duty without 
considering the opinions or wishes of the other 
Departments. 

he Senator from Mississippi, however, had | 
no warrant for his opinions as to what the Presi- | 
dent would do with regard to this bill, unless he | 
got it from late conversations with him. In the | 
message of 1832, the President laid it down, that 
Congress had the a over the public lands 
as broad asany one had;and, in pursuance of what | 





| 
| 
| 


was supposed to be his recommendations, the bill || 
to distribute the proceeds of the public lands was || 


framed; but things had materially altered since 
the President’s veto. A large portion of the | 
ublic domain had been sold, and a large surplus | 
had accumulated in the Treasury, which it was | 
highly necessary to dispose of. ‘These circum- | 
stances would justify the President in going back 


to his first opinions. The most the Senator from || out of order for him to do so in regard to this bill, | 


Mississippi could say was, that the Presidént had | 
given two opinions as to the public lands; one in | 


the message of 1832, the other in the veto mes- || into an explanation of some length to show the | 


sage; but which of the two, under the present | 
state of things, he will adhere to, he could not 
know, unless from conversations with him. In 
the veto message the President laid it down that 
they had no right to grant money or lands to the 
new States, and he referred to the act of cession 
to show that the public domain must be held for 
the benefit of the old States as well as the new. 
This veto mes 
from Mississippi, would meet him at every turn, 
and would apply with equal force against a dona- 
tion to a new tate in a se te bill, as against 
the general bill under consideration. 

{Here Mr. Cray quoted at length from the 
message of the President, giving his reasons for 
refusing his assent to the land bill.) 





| 
| 


. 


THE 


lit to have the same quantity given to her that 


He did not feel authorized to modify his | 


often. | 


Ae) | 


e, he would inform the Senator | 


The gentleman would here find, (Mr. C. said,) 
tor from Mississippi knew from conversations 
with the President what he would do, they were 


left, by his hm acts, to infer that he would 
veto one bill as much as the other. The only 


} 
| to their own ideas of propriety, without waiting 
to inquire what the President would do. 

Mr. WALKER said it was under a sense of 
the obligation he owed, as a Senator to the people 
of the State he in part represented, that he had 
offered his amendment. 
the State of Mississippi should be placed on the 
same footing with other States; val felt anxious 
that she should receive that justice which was 
due to her bya bill having that grant, and no other 

| principle in it. He did not approve of the prin- 
ciple of making grants to some of the new States, 
| and refusing them to others. It was his duty, 
| as a representative, to pursue that course most 
likely to effect the object of the grant to Missis- 
sippi, and he should have been recreant to his 
duty to have put it in a bill that had received the 
veto of the President. 
1 In reply to the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
|| Cuay,] he believed that Senator referred more 
|| frequently to the acts of the President than he 
had; and not only referred to what he had done, 
but to what he would do, and even to what he had 
not done; for on that auspicious day, when he 
(Mr. W.) took his seat in that body—the birth- | 
day of the Father of his Country—he (Mr. C.) | 
had said the President had given an apology to 
France. If the flag of our country had been | 


| 





stained with that word apology, the youngest || 


republican in it would have scaled the walls of | 
the Capitol and cut it out. The President had 
— no apology. The Senator from Kentucky 
iad said that they might infer that the President 
would not veto this Bill again. He (Mr. W.) 
had the most exalted opinion of that venerable 
man, (the President, ) notwithstanding the denun- 
ciations against him in this Hall, which had been 
converted into a debating club. 

The policy of the President in regard to the 
public lands was to reduce the price of them so 
as to bring them within the reach and ability of 
the settlers to buy them. Whereas the policy of 
his opponents was to increase the price of them; 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ewine] had said 
he intended to bring in a bill fixing the price at 
thirty dollars per acre. 

Mr. EWING explained that the bill he intended | 
to introduce was to prevent frauds by combina- | 
tions, and to raise the price of that part of the 
lands which were of the best quality. 

Mr. WALKER proceeded. Then, should he 
stand by and see a bill of that description pass, | 
and which ought to have its title changed to a | 
bill for keeping up the price of lands, instead of | 
the title it bore? He could not tell what might | 


| 
| the public lands, but, like the tarjff act, it would | 
endanger the safety of the Union; it would, in 
all probability, be met with open violence in some 
of the new States. 

If he (Mr. W.) had fallen into an error in 
alluding to what the President would do, he had 
| an illustrious example before him; for, if it was 





| 
} 
\ 
| 


it was out of order for the Senator from Kentucky 
to do so in relation to the other. Mr. W. went 


| justice of the claim of Mississippi and other new 
| States, and wherein the bill he introduced differed 
' in principle from this bill, and that it was not so 
liable to be vetoed by the President as this, and 
| that he had signed bills making appropriations of 
| land when unconnected with a general bill such 
| as this was. ; 

| Mr. BLACK said that he would prefer takin 
the grant to Mississippi in a distinct bill, thoug 

| he could not vote against her having the grant in 
|| the bill before them. If he concurred with the 
|| principles of the veto message, he should not 
lcaients to join his colleague in voting for his 
|| amendment; but, under present circumstances, he 
‘| must vote for the grant to his State in any bill in 
' which it was made. When this distribution bill 
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a t ! was first introduced, he took occasion to 
that the reasoning of the President was against || his disapprobation of it. 
giving lands or money to the new States beyond |! 


what was given to the old; and, unless the Sena- || since that time. The public debt was paid off, 


857 


express 











Circumstances, however, were much changed 


|| and there was a large surplus revenue accumulat- 


} 


| 


His object was, that || 


' 





| 


| 





be the effect of the policy of raising the price of || 





| ing in the Treasury. The President, in his veto 
| message, excepted to that portion of the bill which 


nly || gave to the new States the twelve per cent. fund 
way for them to act was to legislate according | 


, and grants of land. Now, with respect to grants 
| of land, Congress had not only the right, but it 


|| was their duty, as large landholders in the new 


| States, to assist them in their internal improve- 
| ments by such grants, because by this means they 
| enhanced the value of the publicdomain. It was 
| on this principle that five hundred thousand acres 
_had been granted to Ohio for her canal, which 
gas increased the amount of the sales for pub- 
| lic lands in that State. He could point out in 
| Mississippi improvements which, if made, would 
/enhance the value of the public lands there as 
much as had been done inOhio. He thought the 
grant of the twelve and a half per cent. fund rested 
| on the same principle. 

| Mr. B.,in conclusion, appealed to all the mem- 
| bers of the Senate to first take the question on the 
grant to oe in the separate bill, as an act 
of justice to his State, in putting her on an equal 
footing, as respected grants of lands, with the other 
new States. 

Mr. CLAY said, if he understood the Senator 
from Mississippi last up, [Mr. Bracx,} he would 
prefer retaining the provision for the benefit of 
that State. There was a division, then, between 
the Senators from that State; and as he (Mr. C.) 
should prefer retaining the provision including 
that State, he would vote to retain it. That Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Waker] had said 
that he (Mr. C.) was equally obnoxious to the 











charge of referring to the veto of the President. 

| That Senator had first brought the veto into view; 
and then, because he (Mr. ©.) had referred to it, 
he had read him a lecture. It was well known to 
every Senator here, that he (Mr. C.) had been a 
very silent member during the session; and as he 
was an old, experienced, and indeed silent mem- 
ber, he thought the Senator from Mississippi 
might have spared him the lecture. The Senator 
from Mississippi, it was true, had taken his seat 
ona a auspicious day—auspicious by its being 
the birthday of the man whose like we might 
never see again. As to whether it was rendered 
more auspicious by his (Mr. W.’s) taking his 
seat on the same day, he (Mr. C.) must be spared 
the expression of an opinion. 

The Senator from Mississippi alluded to an 
affair which he supposed had long since gone 
with all the Capulets. The Senator said an apol- 

| ogy would have been disgraceful. An apolog 
(said Mr. C.) might or might not be disgraceful, 

which depended upon the circumstances that 
induced it. He did say, and he repeated, the 
letter to the Prince Polignac was a labored letter; 
and, putting it and the letter of the Secretary of 
State together, they amounted to an apology. 
Let Senators look at them, and see if they did not 
amount to an expression of regret amounting to 
an apology. . 

hen the question of these grants came up, 

he would vote for them as a part of a great com- 
promise; but if they came up separately he would 
vote against them as being without precedent or 
principle. 

Mr. WALKER observed that, after what had 
been heretofore said by the Senator from Ken- 

tucky, he had listened to him with some surprise. 
He certainly entered that body with a of 
hat 





] 


} 


high personal respect for that gentleman. 
had n that gentleman’s course in relation to 
himself?) He thought the gentleman had pursued 


a course somewhat marked towards him. He 
introduced a bill in conformity with the wishes 
of six States of the Union, so often expressed to 
that body; and what was the course of the Sen- 
ator on that occasion? It was to rise and say, 
that, if it was not an unusual course in that body, 
he would move for the immediate rejection of the 
bill; and further, the gentleman strenuously op- 
the sending the bill to a select committee, 

who would have given it a fair consideration; 
while he urged the sending it to the Committee 
on Public Lands, which it was known was hos- 
| tile to it. What was the gentleman’s course on 
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the present oceasion? He (Mr. W.) had moved 
to strike the grant for Mississippi out of the bill; 
because he knew, as he had explained to the 
Senate, that, if it remained in it, Mississippi would 
receive no grant at all, as it was known that the 
President would veto the bill even if it passed both 
Houses. And now to refer to the lecturing the 
Senator spoke of. He read no lecture to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky: it was that gentleman who 
first read a lecture to him. He (Mr. W.) had 
not made a solitary objection to the — ’s 
course on that or any other subject; but the gen- 
teman took occasion to lecture him for looking 
at the President’s opinions, for the purpose of 
seeing what would be his course on this bill, and 
snying that he had violated the rules of order 
— the gentleman commenced the lecture. 
Considering the gentleman sage and distinguished 
services, notwithstanding the differences of polit- 
ical opinions between them, there was no gentle- 
man for whom he had entertained a higher re- 
spect, or from whom he would receive an admo- 
nition with greater pleasure; but the admonition | 
must be given in « spirit of kindness; but when || motion, laid on the table, with an understanding 
it “y > in @ spirit = a ae he would || that it be taken up to-morrow. 
use the privilege whic 1ad given to every | 
human bene, of resistance to lie uiseaeh. ‘And Bb ryerperttintintatbense tarda Dhas oy nai 
what (said Mr. W.) did 1 do? I merely followed A message was received from the House of 
his illustriousexample. I said that, the first day Representatives, by Mr. Franxuiy, their Clerk, 
that I took my seat, I heard him refer to the mes- || 8t@ting that the House insisted on their amend- 
sage of the President, and tell the American peo- mons . — establishing the territorial govern- 
le, and the whole world—and I have seen it in || ™€®! 0 scCOnsD. 
Se too, in the newspapers of this country, and [The amendment reduces the salary of the 
inne it . in those of France—that the Chief | nn! - Governor and superintendent of 
istrate of my country had disgraced i Oman aualre. 
cables an aeleae to acted He would ae Mr. BUCHANAN moved thata committee of 
his remarks by expressing his deep regret that || Onference be appointed. . 
an American Senator had made statements that Mr. KNIGHT inquired whether it would not 
would carry joy to the bosom of every French- || be the proper course to move that the Senate in- 
man; but tat, cause a pang of shame and mor- ete se Aenyaeeenctt, _ om ee i 
tification in the heart of every true American. ec. VAAN Geld HE preterred the MOUONR 
He was compelled to contest the assertion made || 88 he had made it; and, on taking the question, it 
by aes ee that the President had made an || 48 carried by the following vote: 
apology to France; and he would maintain it, by || | YBAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
ding an ¢xieact from that very meseage on |) ROW, Csuenden, Cabin, Hormg inl, Gade 
— - . _— ane nment came to the con- | Georgia, Line, Porter, Rives Bobbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
10 ey. alker, Wall, Webster, an right—23. 

{Here tw. read Tan from the message NAYS—Messrs. Clay, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Hendricks, 
of the President, in which it is stated, in the most || Hill, Kent, Ku Soules, Doutband Giuiit Tondinson med 
emphatic terms, that he never would degrade him- || white—i8. . , , , 
seli and his country by making an apology. . 

It had been sai (continued Mr, Wh an | gla eke as oat ue ine, Seenennes st 
explanation was an apology. This he never had || -yotion having ben sHARMAGWAY Alaceed ‘ the 
: . . . > i ’ 
heard efor and certainly the explanation made Chair named Metore, ocuawax, Weperen,and 
had cause to regret. It was only repeating what || -4*?***> ae eS ee 
he had said from the first, and sinealing weihing: ERRORS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 
The manner in which the President closed the || The joint resolution to correct mistakes made 
difficulties with France would shed on the close {| in certain Indian reservations, was read the sec- 
of his administration a blaze of glory, as brilliant || ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
as that which marked his path at New Orleans; || Whole; and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and he believed that, of all the laurels he had || reading. 
gained, those would grow the greenest which 
sprung from the termination of the controversy 
with France. ° 


to, and he did not say whether it was to be con- 
strued as being wrong. He thought France had 
behaved wrong. It would have been more in ac- 
cordance with her chivalrous character to have 
first paid the money, and then, if she felt herself 
wronged, to have taken measures for redress. She 
had seized upon this matter as a pretext to with- 
hold the money acknowledged to be due to this 
Government. t while the President was hold- 
ing out to the country that he would not make an 
apology, he (Mr. C.) felt himself placed in that 
unpleasant predicament in which it asnaié neces- 
for him to point the inconsistency. 

r. HUBBARD (in the chair) here stated 
that the debate was irregular, the amendments 
of the Senators from Missouri and Mississippi 
being out of order, until the amendments made 
by the committee were disposed of. 

Several amendments made by the Committee 
on the Public Lands were then concurred in; 
some of them occasioning a slight discussion. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. EWING and 
KING of Alabama, the bill was, on Mr. Kine’s 





ARTHUR BRONSON. 
On motion of eee of Alabama, the 
Mr. CLAY had no doubt, as the Senator (Mr. || Senate took up the bil granting a, preémption to 
Waker] said, he took his seat without re Arthur Bronson; ree debate, - which 
sonal feeling. He had no unfriendly feelings to- | the bill was supported by Messrs. RUGGLES 





Se ie Mineee —s and PORTER, and opposed by Messrs. KING 

teria arene eeponeten P sR i ed yor of Alabama, and E ING, the question on or- 

expression of a difference of opinion was not | ome to « third reading was lost—ayes 9, 

considered a want of courtesy. He (Mr. W.) || °&S *¥: ‘ 

had expressed a strong opinion in ae of are ‘| The Senate then adjourned. 

“p ropriations of land to new States, and he (Mr. | 
5 that it was better to equalize them among all | 

ges Rage nen Severe bills making large | Tuorspay, April 14, 1836. 

ane and was ita wantof canalinees ois beatae Mr. MASON, of sian. n leave, presented 

a reference to a committee well-informed | * petition; which was referred. 
on the subject, to examine it in all its bearing? It | SELECTING DEPOSIT BANKS. 


would be strange, if a difference of opinion should | On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the follow- 
indicate a want of courtesy. After the Senator | ing resolution, submitted by him yesterday, was 
had been here for a time, he would find it not | caken up: 

best to retain these reniiniscences. He (Mr.C.) | Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
felt it his daty to = these partial, one-sided | to communicate to this House full information of the mode 
grants, and would them. It wastrue, i and manner of selecting banks in the several States or 


the message of the P nt, as read b Sta jati 

ator from Mississippi, stated he would not apol- | imo with said banks fer te cafe keeping’ of sald moneys 
ogise; but he invited the Senator to look at the | that the Secretary of the Treasury also am what agents 
letter of the Secretary of State to Count Polignac, | Rare bene cenmayed, the nature and extent of their agency, 
and he would fiad it was an logy; not, to be || e compensation which such agents have received in 


any way from the Government of the United States; and 
sure, a degrading one, as the Senator had referred | that he also state what officers ur agents on the part of said | 
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the Sen- | Territories for the deposit of the public money of the United 









banks have in any way or been instrume 

teabiion coiana er duaek toe ms, of 
ns, concerning t keepi 

said moneys in said banks, = eS 

The resolution having been read, Mr. WISE 
rose, and moved to amend it, by substituting 
the following in lieu thereof: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, with 
power to send for Ber wn and papers, to inquire into the 
mode or agency of selecting the f deposit for the 
public money ; the contracts with the Treasury Depart- 
ment, by which they are reguiated ; the manner in which 
and the persons by whom such contracts art or have been 
made ; into all correspondence whatsoever touching con- 
tracts for the deposit of the public money ; and into all con- 
nection, relation, official or unefficial, which exists, or has 
existed, between any person or persons and the Treasury 
Department, or between them and the deposit banks, or 
any individuals or banks, touching the custody and the 
control and deposit of the public money; or between any 
department of the Executive, and any individual or indivi- 
duals or banks touching the disbursements of the public 
money, eaerogpntee or unappropriated by law; and into 
the amount of compensation of any or agents whatso- 
ever, official or unofficial, connected with the said Depart- 
ment, or said banks, touching the disbursements, safe keep- 
ing, or deposit of the public money; and that said com- 
mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. WISE said the resolution of his honorable 
colleague differed very materially from the one 
which he now offered as a substitute for it. The 
first difference was, that the resolution of his col- 
l e directed simply an inquiry of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and an inquiry, too, for inform- 
ation which the Secretary had given at the last 
session of Congress. .The amendment which Mr. 
W. submitted proposed immediately the appoint- 
ment of a committee to investigate and to inquire 
into, by witnesses brought before the committee, 
the charges made against the Secretary of the 
Treasury and those who were acting with him 
in the keeping of the public money. He knew 
very well that heretofore it had been the parlia- 
mentary usage and custom, before an investiga- 
tion was ordered, to make inquiries of the De- 
partments; but he asked the ouse if this De- 
partment would give the information desired, by 
a mere inquiry being made of it. There were 
two sufficient answers to this argument of usage. 
In the first place, the last Congress of the United 
States addressed this very inquiry of his colleague 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and in fact 
more full and more satisfactory than the present 
inquiry; and that inquiry was answered. In the 
second place, the Secretary of the Treasury 
had already informed Congress and the country, 
through the columns of the Globe of Saturday 
last, that the same answer would be again re- 
turned which was given to the Congress of 1834. 
He would take the trouble to read to the House 
the answers which the Secretary of the Treasury 
had already given before the inquiries were made; 
which was a most unusual and unprecedented 
course. The Secretary intimates, in the first 
place, the course he desires es to pursue; 
which was either for him (Mr. W.) to inquire 
of him individually, or for the House simply to 
inquire. 

r. W. then read extracts from the Globe, as 
follows: 

‘Mr. Wise. This individual, in a resolution which he 
has three times called up in the House for immediate ac- 
tion, is but acting anew the panic scenes in the Senate in 
1833-34. Then, the Secretary of the Treasury was calied 
upon for copies of contracts made by the Department with 
the deposit banks, correspondence with them, and even the 


| amount of stock that officer held in one of them; also 


whether an agent was employed to superintend the deposit 
banks ; if so, by what authority he was a and how 
much he was paid, and out of what funds, &c. To all these 
inquiries prompt answers were given, and to the latter, that 
no agent had been employed by the Department. We have 
qootreanon to believe that any information which Mr. Wise 
may wish concerning the deposit banks, in possession of 
the Treasury Department, he can readily obtain by apply- 
ing for it, without the aid of a formal resolution; and in re- 
lation to an agent to superintend the deposit banks being 
employed or paid by the Department, we are authorized to 
say the same answer would be given to such an inquiry as 
that made to the Senate in 1834.” 


Mr. W. would not inquire of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, neither would he examine the rec- 
ords of the De ent to get the truth, because 
the only records kept of the transactions were 
in the bosoms of the individuals concerned; but 
he would examine witnesses and get the truth, 
and the whole truth, of these transactions. He 
had been recommended to inquire of the Secre- 


of the Treasury. in relation to this matter. 
Secu he was todo so: would the Secretary 
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be under obligations to answerhim? No. And 
if he did answer him, would he be under obliga- 
tions to tell the whole truth? No. 

Mr. W. then read the following extract from 
the Globe: 

“The insinuation made by Mr. Wise, that some person 
as an agent of the Secretary of the Treasury, or of the de- 

it banks, is employed in deciding on their selection, or 
taking security for them, is without the least shadow of 
fi ation. All these arrangements, we are authorized to 
say, are made between the public authorized officer of the 
Treasury Department and the banks only. 

«So far as the resolution of Mr. Wise refers to ‘ acertain 
Reuben M. Whitney,’ and his agencies for the deposit banks, 
and the compensation which he receives from any of them, 
he (Mr. W.) has already, over his own signature, given to 
the public the nature of the same ; and, although these may 
be considered matters purely and altogether of a private 
nature, yet we believe that Mr. Whitney will not hesitate 
to answer any question relating to them which may serve 
to gratify the curiosity of Wise.” 

Here (Mr. W. said) the editor was author- 
ized by the Secretary of the Treasury to say that 
the same answer would be given which was 
given in 1834. Now, what Mr. W. wished to 
ascertain was, whether that answer was an honest 
and just answer. He wished to examine into the 
truth of it. He would say that, if the answers 

iven in 1834 were not an expression of false- 

ood, they were a suppression of the truth. At 
the time the Secretary said that there was no agent 
employed, he did not tell the fact; because he 
knew that there was an agent employed and paid 
by the deposit banks. This was what he wished 
to examine into. His colleague must perceive 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had invited the 
mode of proceeding which he (his colleague) in- 
tended to pursue. The Secretary had recom- 
mended it through the Globe, and the inquiry 
was already answered by the authorized statement 
in the Globe. 

Another objection he had to his colleague’s res- 
olution was this: that if there was anything false 
or foul in the relations of the Secretary of the 
er with R. M. Whitney, was it to be ex- 
pected that the Secretary himself would expose 
it?) Every lawyer knew that the man who has 
committed a felony would, nine hundred and 
ninety-nine times out of a thousand, plead not 
guilty and if you did not swear witnesses, you 
could not prove him guilty. In the present case, 
if they pursued the course indicated by his col- 
league, they would have a white-washing answer 
which might be satisfactory to the blind devotees 
of the party, and full faith and credit would be 
given to all that came from the heads of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, and Mr. W. and every man 
who had intimated charges against the Secretary 
of the Treasury and R. M. Whitney, would be 
held up‘to public odium. This was to be the re- 
sult if his honorable colleague’s resolution was 
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adopted. 

Mr. W.alluded to the inquiries made of the Post 
Office Department for information, and answers to 
those inquiries being prepared by subordinates 
of that Department, which led the Department to 
bankruptcy, and almost brought the name of the 
honest and honorable man [Mr. Barry] at the 
head of it into contempt. Then (he said) what 
was the Post Office Department compared with 
the Treasury? It was but as the drop in the 
bucket, or the rivulet to the ocean. They ought 
to go into the inquiry immediately, and investi- 
gate it to the bottom, and save the public Treas- 
ury while it was in their reach. There were 
insuperable objections to the course of his honor- 
able colleague. First, in relation to complyin 
with usage: they had complied with usage; oad 
the answers had been false; knowingly false. He 
said, in his place, if they would give him a com- 
mitteé, and extend to him the facilities which 
ought to be given, he would prove the fact that 
the Secretary of the Treasury did suppress the 
truth when he returned the answer that no agent 
was employed or paid out of the public funds; 
because he knew that R. M. Whitney was em- 
ployed, and received thousands of do for his 
salary. Would gentlemen procrastinate longer 
an — of so much importance? Mr. 
W. would not wait a moment; and, as it was far 
advanced in the session, he considered it of suffi- 
cient im , to save the entire Treasury of 
the people, to sit there till December. He con- 
sidered it of more im ce than all the 
dential questions since tft foundation of the Gov- 





blic 
|| openly a bonus to the Government of $1,500,000, 











ernment. He said that the object of some of the 


party, in their efforts to put down the Bank of 
the United States, was to get possession of the 
| public funds; and they had attained their object 
| fully. How were these deposit Danks to be inves- 
tigated without the aid of the House? They have 
the public moneys entirely under their control, 
and can produce a pressure and panic precisely 
as the Bank of the United States could, and that, 
too, with tenfold more effect; and at this very 
time they were doing it. There was every induce- 
ment for the Secretary of the Treasury to conceal 
all that he could from the public eye; and Mr. W. 
said that he had done it, and he was opposed to 
allowing him this resolution, so that he could 
whitewash and conceal the truth again. The dif- 
ference between his resolution and his colleague’s | 
was, that his was an investigation and inquiry 
into the facts touching the public deposits on oath, 
and his colleague’s was a mere inquiry of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in relation thereto. The 
Secretary of the Treasury had already informed 
them that the banks were selected by the author- 
ized officers of the Treasury Department, and bY 
no one else. That might be true; but R. M. 
Whitney was the internuncio between the Secre- | 
tary and the deposit banks; not publicly, per- 
haps, but secretly. The public had seen the | 
relations of this individual with the Illinois bank, 
and he thought it could be established that this | 
same man was employed by all the banks. He 
thought it could be shown, too, thatif any of the | 
banks (with the exception of the Bank of the | 
Metropolis) should refuse to pay him a salary, | 
they would not be selected by the Secretary of | 
the Treasury. Butif you inquire of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, he will tell you that the authorized 
officer of the Government makes the selection; and | 
they would be told by Reuben M, Whitney and | 
the Globe, that it would be highly improper to go | 
into an investigation which was purel 
But the Globe said that no doubt Mr. 
would answer any questions relating to them 
which might serve to gratify the curiosity of 
Mr. Wise. Was not this impudence, that a 
Representative of the people dare not inquire into 
the squanderings of the public money, without 
being treated thus? This would not do; and he 
called upon those who had warred against the 
monster, to come to his aid in this investigation 
into this matter. Are you not now to investigate 
into the affairs of Reuben M. Whitney? This | 
was an imposition upon the people, and he con- | 
sidered it his sworn duty to denounce it as such. 
He believed it was the intention of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury to protect both Whitney and 
himself. He stated that when it was learned that 
one of the agreements drawn up by Mr. Kendall | 
in Baltimore was, that the deposit banks should 
employ an agent, was it to be supposed that no 
nt had been employed? The Secretary of the | 
Sockeees had told them that no agent was em- | 
loyed by the Department; yet it was known to | 
fis colleague, and to the friends of the party, 
that Reuben M. Whitney was the intimate and 
confidential friend of the Secretary, and agent of 
the banks; that their officers were side by side, 
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y private. | 
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and it performed duties for the 
Ww 
|| banks. But the quid 
| was the douceur pai 





ae i , Gaversmens 
ormed for it by the deposit 
id pro quo of the deposit banks 

to Mr. Whitney, which 


hich are not now 


| might be $10,000 or it might be $20,000 a year. 


In the inquiry contained in the latter 


rt of his 
colleague's resolution, he deceived himself, and 


| it would deceive the country. The Secretary of 





| the orders of the da 
























and he that walked the streets by noon-day sun 
| could see the name of R. M. Whitney over one 
door, and that of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
of the United States over another, under the | 
same roof. Now, he claimed to know who were 
the members of this firm of Whitney & Co. 
Uncle Sam, he believed, was one of the firm, and 
furnished the funds and stocks for the other | 
members of the firm to speculate on. He would | 
tell his colleague, however, if he and the party 

would allow him a committee, with power to 
investigate the matter, he would knew every one 
of the partners to the firm. The fact of their 
having the control of the public moneys made 
| Reuben M. Whitney’s a public employment; and 
if there was any corruption between hin? andthe 
Secretary of the Treasury, he wanted to know 
what that corruption was. He wanted to know 
the facts; and if corruption could be proved on 
| the Secretary, he ought to be impeached. He 
| hoped the bill regulating the deposit banks would 
| be shortly taken up, so that they might know 
|_who were to have the control of the publi 
The Bazk of the United States pai 


| moneys. 


having di 









the Treasury would tell him that there was no 


| agent employed and paid by the Departmeni, or 


out of the public moneys; yet there was an agent 
employed by the deposit banks, and paid out of 
the profits arising from the use of the public 
moneys. 

Mr. Wise was here interrupted by a call for 
y: 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following communications: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report of the Chief Engineer, in answer 
to a resolution of the 2d instant, containing esti- 
mates of various works of internal improvements; 
which was laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a list of balances remaining on 
the books of the Register, aguinst collectors of 
the customs, &c., for three years prior to 30th 
September last; which was laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

3. A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting, in obedience to a resolu- 
tion of the 11th of February, a report and sundry 
documents from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in answer to the several inquiries 
embraced in said resolution; which was laid on 
the table and ordered to he printed. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


Mr. THOMAS asked the consent of the House 
to submit a resolution to take up the bills from 
the Senate, fixing the northern boundary line of 
the State of Ohio; fixing the northern boundary 
of Ohio, and providing for the admission of Mich- 
igan into the Union; and the bill providing for 
the admission of Arkansas into the Union; and 
that the same be read twice, postponed until 
Friday next, and that they may be made the 
special order for that day fons one o’clock, and 
on each succeeding day until they should be 
finally disposed of. 

Objection being made, Mr. THOMAS moved 
to suspend the rule for the purpose of presenti 
his resolution; which was negatived-—yeas 119, 
nays 70; two thirds being necessary. 

Mr. STORER asked the consent of the House 
to submit a resolution, making the bill fixing the 
northern boundary of Ohio the special order for 
Tuesday next. 

Objection being made, Mr. STORER moved to 
suspend the rule; which was negatived without a 
count. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 


On mofion of Mr. PATTON, the House took 
up the bill to establish the territorial government 
of Wisconsin. ; 
The House having amended the bill by fixing 
the salary of the Governor at $2,500 for his ser- 
ices as Governor and Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs, instead of $3,500, (as contained in the 
bill as it came from the Senate,) and the Senate 
reed to the amendment of the House. 

Mr. PA N moved that the House recede 
from their proposed amendment. 

This motion was briefly advocated by Messrs. 
JONES of Michigan, G. LEE of New York, 
ASHLEY, and PATTON; and opposed b 
Messrs. JOHNSON of Louisiana, HARDIN, 
UNDERWOOD, BOON, and VINTON; when 
it was tived—yeas 58, nays 135." 

So the House refused to recede from their pro- 

d amendment. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Tenhessee, then moved 
that the House insist upon their amendment; 
which was agreed to without a count. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, 
in further execution of the special order of the 
26th of January, resolved i into a Committee 
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state of the Union, (Mr. 
Patron in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year 1836. 

The question 
yesterday, by Jon 
atrike out the following item: 

For compensation to the secretary of the commissioners 
of the sinking fund, to the 7th of February, 1896, $250. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that there was an 


imperious necessity for gettmg through with this 


nding was the motion made 


money for the payment of the officers provided 
for under it since January last. With reference 
to the foregoing item, he sent a letter from Mr. 


under which the office of the commissioners was 
created; and that, until the office was abrogated, 
the duties of the secretary would continue. 
Mr. JOHNSON contended that the office was 
a sinecure, and the secretary also held another 
clerkship. 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, would ask 
what right they had to withhold the salary of this 
officer under his appointment by law, so long as 
the office was continued, and the secretary per- 
formed the duties? 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, contended, thatasa 
legal question, it was perfectly clear the secretary 
was entitled to the salary, as the law was still in 
existence under which he received his appoint- 
ment. 

The amendment was then rejected. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved an additional 
item to the appropriations under the War Depart- 
ment: 


For compensation to clerks employed under the act of 
20th of April, 1818, $3,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WISE moved to strike out the following 
clause, in order to elicit an answer to the inquiry 
of what these extras consisted: 


For contingent expenses of the office of the Secretary of 
War, §3, 


Mr. CAMBRELENG could only assure the 

ntleman they were the same as they had been 
or several years, from year to year. Perhaps 
some other gentleman could give the requisite 
information. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD said, they resolved 
themselves into a great variety of details, the par- 
ticulars of which he was nits to give. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, referred to the esti- 
mates; and the details were found to consist of 
stationery, blank books, binding necessary docu- 
ments, advertisements, and a number of miscel- 
laneous expenses. 

Mr. WISE re of the want of proper 
specification, and of the amount of balances. Fie 
said he had received an intimation that the wine 
merchants and grocers of the city of Washington 
(some of them unknowingly and unwillingly, it 
was to be supposed,) received the stationery of 
this Government as so much cash, for liquor. He 
had also heard of another abuse: that there were 
some of the higher clerks in this Government who 
had subordinates under them, and had the privi- 
lege.of selecting them—received double what their 
real salaries ought to amount to, by selecting 
only such subordinates as would relinquish 
part of their salaries. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs had this subject now under examination. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the balances were 
all known, and the unexpended balance of last 
year amounted to the sum of $2 67, and the ex- 
penditures were open to every member of Con- 
gress and every man in the country. 

After a few words from Mr. A. H. SHEP- 
PERD, Mr. WISE withdrew the amendment. 

On the following clause being read: 

For contingent expenses in the office of the Commis- | 
sioner of Pensions, $5,500— 

Mr. WISE complained of the large amount | 
appropriated for a subordinate office under so | 

































bill as soon as possible, for there had been no | 


Butler, to be read by the Clerk, reciting the act | 
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required than for any other office of the Govern- 
ment. This was the sole reason of the large 
amount of $5,500 under this head. 4 
Mr. WISE wgs satisfied with the explanation, 
and, instead of moving to strike out the whole 
clause, he should move to make it more specific, 


r. Jounson, of Tennessee, to || by striking out the words “‘contingent expenses,” 


and inserting ‘‘for stationery and other similar 
objects.”’ 

r. ADAMS was opposed to the amendment, 
because it would amount to nothing more than 
was now contained in theclause as it stood. The 
phraseology proposed was not more specific than 
the word ‘* contingencies.””_ The best safeguard 
was in the Committees on Expenditures of that 
House; and if any abuses existed, such as those 
intimated by the gentleman from Virginia, they 
ought to be ascertained and investigated, instead 
of sending forth rumors without foundation. 

Mr. WISE wished such an investigation, but 
he could not get it. Leta resolution be offered 
for an inquiry into these abuses, and it would fail 
for want of a majority of two thirds to suspend 
their rules. He was not disposed to send forth 
rumors without a basis, and he was willing to pro- 
tect the present Administration from slander and 
calumny by a fair and impartial examination. 
He contrasted the conduct of the present Admin- 
istration party in resisting all investigations,with 
that of the National Republican party in Mr. 
Adam’s administration, when they were assailed. 
Mr. W. bestowed a high eulogy upon Mr. Ed- 
wards, the Commissioner of Pensions, and hav- 
ing the greatest confidence in him, he withdrew 
his amendment. 

The following clause being read: 

* For contingent expenses of the Post Office, $7,500.” 

Mr. WISEsaid this was a Department to which 
he would not vote one dollar of contingent appro- 
priation, and he therefore moved to strike out the 
whole clause; which was rejected. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to amend the following 
clause, by striking out $1,000, and ee 
$2,000, and referred to the law which provide 
the latter sum for these officers: 

‘‘ For compensation to the surveyor of Illinois and Mis- 
souri, $1,000.” 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, if the law was so, 
the motion ought to prevail. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved two additional items to 
this clause, viz: 

For additional clerk hire, in order to bring up the arrears 
of transcribing field notes for the purpose of having them 
ceeeee at the seat of Government, &c., $4,800 and 
$4,000. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that these 
additional items were omitted in the present bill, 
as it was the intention of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to provide for them in a separate bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, opposed the 
amendment as conflicting with the principle of 
making no appropriations in =~ annual appro- 
priation bill not already provided for by law. The 
Committee of Ways and Means had throughout 
been governed by this bill. 

Mr. ASHLEY adverted to a similar appropri- 
ation made last year, which recognized the prin- 
ciple in this instance. 

Mr. SEVIER advocated the amendment, first, 
because it was seas angen and necessary to 
facilitate the sales of the public lands, which 
would be greatly impeded without it; and next, 
on the ground of precedent. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked, that it was 
on the ground ‘alone stated by Mr. Jounson, of 
Tennessee, that the Committee of Ways and 


Means had not considered these additional items. 
Mr. JOHNSON did not mean to say that the 
additional clerk hire was not required, but he 


| resisted its introduction in this annual appropri- 


ation bill, as he aren of embodying new 
laws in“an ordinary bill 

Mr. HARPER said the committee merited 
great praise for the principle they had adopted, 


neral a head as that of contingencies. Unless || and he hoped to see it carried out; for by the old 


he could receive some satisfactory explanation, penations 


he should move to strike it out. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that it was 


the same last year. From the numerous applica- | 


| 


tions, and peculiar duties of the Pension Depart- 
ment, they all knew that more stationery was 





e expenses of this Government had 

en enormously increased, and new laws, in this 
way, passed without the framers of them being 
aware of it. He wished to see every appropria- 
tion bill predicated upon existing laws, and he 
should oppose the amendment in thie bill, though 





feat, 





he might—he believed he should, coming from a 
——— (Mr. Asniey] in whom he had the 
a confidence, vote for it in a separate one, 

r. ASHLEY entered into a brief explanation 
of the necessity of the additional clerk hire. 

Mr. JOHNSON suggested that the gentleman 
from Missouri could move his amendment to the 
other bill; whereupon, 

Mr. ASHLEY withdrew it. 

Mr. SEVIER then moved a similar amendment 
to the foregoing $1,000, applicable to Arkansas, 
which was rejected. 

Mr. LAY moved to strike out all the items 
appropriating salaries of the Governor, judges, 
and secretary, pay of the Legislative Council, 
contingent expenses, &c., of Michigan Territory, 
and explained that he made the motion, because 
it was, to all intents and purposes, a State, anda 
bill had passed the Senate recognizing it as such, 
He intimated that he should make the same mo- 
tion with reference to Arkansas, when they 
reached that clause. 

Mr. STORER was given to understand that 

the United States had no Governor in Michigan, 
the people having elected one of their own; that 
the courts of justice were suspended, and that 
some of the judges had spent the preceding win- 
ter in this city; nay more, that the territorial 
laws of the United States were not now in force 
there. With regard to the Legislative Council, 
et the last session held by them, they had de- 
stroyed themselves, virtually abrogated their own 
functions, and declared themselves no longer a 
council. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said, all the facts relat- 
ing to Michigan were well known. Congress 
had not yet acknowledged the independence of 
Michigan, and until they did they were bound 
to pay these expenses. Should Michigan be 
acknowledged as a State during the present 
session, no more money would be expended for 
the territorial government than up to the moment 
of that recognition. 

Mr. STORER said he had it from the Delegate 
from Wisconsin, that the only council who met 
were elected exclusively by the people west of 
the lake, and that Governor Horner convened 
them at Green bay, in the latter Territory. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said, to obviate 
the difficulty he would move a proviso that no 
money should be paid to the Territories of Mich- 
igan and Arkansas longer than they continued 
Territories; which Mr. Lay accepted as a mod- 


ification. 

Mr. SEVIER said this proviso was not neces- 
sary so far as Arkansas was concerned, since 
the people of that Territory still remained under 
the territorial government, and would so con- 
tinue until the recognition of their independence. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, thought the amend- 
ment unnecessary, because no portion of the 
money would be paid longer than those Territo- 
ries remained Territories. 

Mr. JONES, of Maryland, hoped the appro- 
priation would be made; and he stated, of his 
own knowledge, that the judge had held a court 
west of the lake during the year. 

Mr. VINTON was opposed to striking out the 
ae for Michigan, because he was un- 
willing, even by implication, to recognize her in 
any other light than as a Territory. 

Mr. SEVIER again opposed the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to amend the bill by 
inserting $10,000 for the expenses of the Legis- 
lature of Arkansas, for mileage, per diem, fuel, 
and other contingencies. 

After some explanatory remarks by Messrs. 
SEVIER and CAMBRE ENG, the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. eeausisane S08 oe an —- 
ment appropriating or arrea of ex- 
pense o the Lewidiative Council of Florida; which 
was to. 

Mr. WHITE moved two additional items to 
the clause relating to the judges in Florida: 


For extra compensation of the judge of the middle dis- 


; 
For extra compensation to the judge of the eastern dis- 
trict for 1835-36, $600 ; 


and cited a law of 1828, providing for the extra 
duties those judges ha@ to perform. 








1836. 





Mr. CAMBRELENG said the subject had 


Ways and Means, who had come to the unani- 


mous conclusion that the law referred to by the || 


gentleman was extinct. 
Mr. 








| nays 40; so the motion was agreed to, and the 
been under the examination of the Committee of || bill in question was ordered to b 


a 


t | conference was appointed on the part of the || 
WHITE replied that the law had not |; House to meet the committee on the part of the | 
become extinct, because the duties prescribed by | Senate, in reference to the disagreement of that |! 
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¢ taken up at the 
hour of twelve on those days. 


On motion of Mr. PATTON, a committee of | 


it were still pending, and many cases yet unde- || body to the amendment of the House to the bill | 
cided. He also referred to some certificate in || for the establishment of the territorial govern- | 
favor of the claim from one of the Departments. || 


Mr. CAMBRELENG had never seen or heard 
of such a document, and he expressed a wish to 
see it. 

Mr. WHITE would produce it when the bill 
came into the House. 

The amendment was then rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, moved an addi- 
tional item of $1,000 for cost of certain Jand suits 
decided against the United States in Missouri and 
Florida, under the acts of 1824 and 1828, pro- 
viding for the settlement of certain land claims in 
Missouri and Florida. 
question, and made a brief explanation. 

Mr. WHITE also briefly commented on the 
laws in question in support of the amendment. 

Mr. SEVIER requested the gentleman from 
Missouri to embrace Arkansas, to which Mr. 


Harrison assented; and the amendment was so | 


modified. 


Mr. SMITH contended that, by a fair con- | 
struction of the act of 1828, the claimants em- | 


braced in this amendment were not entitled to 
relief. The subject had been fully investigated 
before the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
they had unanimously decided against it. 

Mr. WHITE, had no knowledge of its ever 
having been before that committee; certainly he 
had not brought it there, nor was he aware that 
any other gentleman had. The gentleman from 
Maine must have confounded thig matter with 
something else. Mr. W. was opposed to the 
modification, and he hoped the gentleman from 
Arkansas would withdraw it. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, that this matter 


had been before the commiitee, and the papers | 


were referred to a legal member of the committee 

from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Incersoit,] who had 

examined it, and reported against the claims. 
Mr. TOUCEY dissented from the construction 


put upon the act by Mr. SMITH; and, after some | 
remarks by the latter gentleman, Mr. KENNON, | 
Mr. SEVIER, Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, | 


|| dhe perusal of this petition. 


and Mr. WHITE, on taking the question, there 
appearing—ayes 60, noes 55, no quorum, the com- 
mittee rose and reported that fact to the House. 


Mr. CARTER then moved that the House | 


adjourn; and 


Mr. CAMBRELENG asked for the yeas and | 
nays; which were ordercd, and were—yeas 62, | 


nays 75. 
There being a quorum present, the House again 
went into committee. 


Mr. H. cited the acts in | 
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The question was then taken on Mr. Harat- | 


son’s amendment; and the result being—ayes 67, 
noes 48, no quorum again voting, the committee 
again rose and reported that fact to the House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then rose, and reiterat- 
ing his statement of the fact that no officer of the 
Government, provided for in this bill, had re- 
ecived a dollar since January last, moved that 
the bill be made the special order of the day for 
to-morrow and next day. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY objecting, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a supensijon of 
the rules. 

On taking the question, the vote was—ayes 86, 
noes 32; no quorum. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. RENCHER moved an adjournment. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND appealed to Mr. R. to 
withdraw that motion, and suffer the motion on 
suspending the rules to be taken. 

Mr. RENCHER refusing, the question was 
a and decided in the pegative—ayes 53, noes 

3. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved that the 
order of business be sct aside, and that this bill 
be made the special order of the day for to-mor- 
row and Saturday. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 95, 


rg en 


| 
} 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


ment of Wisconsin. | 
The House then adjourned, at six o’clock | 


p- m. 





IN SENATE. 

Frivay, 4pril 15, 1836. 
Mr. CALHOUN said that a petition had been | 
sent to him witha ponent that he would present | 


| it to the Senate, by a Mr. David Melville, late an | 


}and worthy man. 


| 
| 


officer of the customs at Newport, Rhode Island, | 
complaining of his removal from office. 
Mr. C. said that he had no acquaintance with | 
this individual; and why he had been selected to | 
represent the petition, he was at a loss to know. | 
He had therefore inquired into his character, and | 
had understood that he was a highly respectable | 
He then examined his peti- 


} 
| 








tion, and he must say that Mr. Melville had made i] 


out a very strong case. 
gauger, and had been uniform and consistent in | 
his politics as a Jeffersonian Democrat. He had | 
taken a decided part in the late war, having been 

principally instrumental in raising a volunteer | 
corps which had been highly serviceable. Yet, | 
notwithstanding all this, the purity of his char- | 
acter, the correctness of his deportment in his | 
official duties, and non-interference with elections, | 
he had been dismissed from office—and on what | 
grounds? Because he would take no part in elec- 
tions; and having a small freehold he had dis- 
posed of it, and could no longer vote. ‘These facts | 
were all stated in plain and perspicuous language. | 
He knew that this might be considered a small | 
affair, but this, he thought, was very far from di- | 
minishing its importance. I[tlaid bare the manner | 
in which those who administered thisGovernment | 
abused their trusts. Nothing was too high, and 

nothing was too low for them. It laid bare the 

manner in which the conditions under which they | 
came into office have been fulfilled. He confessed | 


that sad impressions were made on his mind by | 


He could not but | 
remember the great struggle which brought the 
President into power. He could not but remem- 
ber that one of the principal objects they had in | 
view was that the power and patronage of the | 
Government should not be brought to bear on the 
freedom of elections. He never could forget the 
scene which took place when the President was 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
' 


| inaugurated, and when he declared openly, in the 





| the Administration there woul 


on 
| which declared that he would reform those abuses | 
| by which the power and patronage of the Gov- | 


presence of thousands of citizens assembled on | 
that occasion, the principles on which he would 
administer the Government. It was a short and 
noble address, and was received with shouts of 
approbation by congregated thousands; and par- 
that part of the address was applauded 


ernment had been brought to bear on the freedom 
of elections. How that promise had been car- | 
red out, let the case of this humble individual | 
answer. 

Mr. C. referred to the reasons given for the re- | 
moval of Mr. Melville, as stated in the petition, | 
and to his correspondence with the Secretary of | 
the Treasury on the subject. On writing to the | 
Secretary, he received an answer, by which he | 
only found out that the collector had exercised 
the legal authority vested in him. Not satisfied 
with that, he wrote for a copy of the report of the 








| F 
| trolled the fift 
who supported them. 
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swer. Mr. C. moved that the petition and papers 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. He 
thought no remedy could be applied; but he 
wished the committee to take the matter into their 
consideration. He wished particularly to see 
the report made by the collector to the Secretar 

of the Treasury, on the dismissal of Mr. Mel- 
ville. He had often heard it stated on that floor, 
that this administration was supported by the 
votes of freemen; but if the facts stated in this 
petition be true, it was easily seen how they con- 
er sixty thousand office-holders 


The petition having been read, 

Mr. CLAY said, if the facts stated in the me- 
morial were true, they disclosed an instance of 
flagrant injustice and abuse of power; but how- 
ever flagrant it might be, he knew ef no remedy, 
He had risen to inquire, whether the Secretary 
of the Treasury, or the President, who absolved 
all responsibility in cases of removal from office, 
had authorized this removal. As the memorial 
contained some charges against those high func- 
tionaries, he would suggest to those Senators 
who adopted the expunging principle, whether 
they should receive this petition. As he did not 
hold to that doctrine himself, it would not be 
proper for him to do so; but some of them might 


He was weigher and || make a question of its reception. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he knew nothing 
of the particulars set forth in the petition of this 
individual; they might be correct or not. With 
that he had little todo. In no case would he 
lend his sanction to oppress‘on of any kind, or 
be willing to screen the oppressor, let him hold 
office high or low. He should like to know who 
was the Secretary of the Treasury under whom 
this removal took place. Would the Secretary 
turn to the papers, and tell him who the Secretary 
was, and the date of the letters? ° 

[The Secretary replied, that one of the letters 
was signed by Mr. Woodbury, and dated March, 
1835.] 

Mr. KING was under the impression that this 
case originated some three years past. The pe- 
tition was dated in 1835, but he thought the re- 
moval was made at an earlier period, and, on 
investigation, it would be found to have taken 
place under Mr. Secretary Ingham, who was cer- 
tainly not one of the most thoroughgeing of the 
supporters of the Administration. ‘Be that as it 
might, he was under the impression that they 
acted in discharge of their duty by receiving me- 
morials complaining of oppression, no matter 
from whom they came; he was therefore not oper- 
ated on; by anything said by the Senator from 
Kentucky. He thought no good could come of 
the reference of the petition, unless it was to go 
into the conduct of the collector. The subordi- 
nate officers of the customs, the Senate was well 
aware, were under the control of the collectors, 
and mast necessarily be so. The Secretary acted 
with respect to them solely from information re- 
ceived from the collector; and whether this re- 
moval was made under the present or former 
Secretary, it would be found, he was confident in 
saying, that it was on the representation of the 
collector, either that the services of Mr. Melville 


|| were not wanted, or that he was removed on some 
'| other than 


pe grounds 
Mr. GRUNDY, after some remarks in favor 
of the right of petition, said he had known Mr. 
Littlefield, the collector named in the memorial, 
ever since he was a mere youth; and, until he 
knew more about this memorial than mere asser- 
tion, he would hold the opinion he had always 
held, that he was incapable of doing an act of 
injustice. He was inclined to believe it would 
turn out that these statements were unfounded. 
Mr. NILES said that this was a wonderful case 


collector on the subject, and was answered, that || of oppression according to the petitioner’s own 


the report, being confidential, could not be com- 
municated. Sir, (said Mr. C.,) under what Gov- 
ernment could such an act of injustice and op- 


statement; and from the remarks of the Senators 
from South Carolina and Kentucky, (Mr. Can- 
noun and Mr. Cray,] it must be regarded as an 


pression be perpetrated? Many of the friends of || outrage of the most alarming kind, from the law- 


possible such things had occurred. 


‘ual made application to the collector, for the rea- 


ina friendly, verbal reply, that no fault had been | 


sons of his dismissal, and the collector told him 


hardly believe it | 
he individ. | 





| 


less exercise of power, by a public officer, scarcely 

less than the acts of rapacity and violence of the 

pro-conguls of Rome in the provinces of that Re- 
ublic. 

: But what is this case which is introduced be- 


found with his official conduct, but that his case |! fore the American Senate under such imposing 
was one on which he could give no written an- || circumstances, and backed by speeches from two 





fn 


i ENE a RY IT ae 


ee, 


salt 


3 erent 
ie 





Ce ae 


son 


ae te SO SA 
se tags anh oars > : 


cera es, 





CR ee te ye Oe 


4 


Pte 


il 


x NR Fh 


i 
18 


862 








of the most distinguished Senators of the body? 


Stripped of its coloring and embellishments, of 
the long homily about proscription, party machin- 
ery, a system of despotism, and the like, it is 
nothing more than this: the petitioner was a sub- 
ordinate officer of the customs, and had held his 
office ten years, when, a new collector having 
been appointed, he deemed it expedient to make 
some new arrangements, and removed the peti- 
tioner and appointed another person. The pre- 
sumption clearly is, that this change of one officer 
for another was not only legal, but perfectly fair 
and reasonable, ‘This change could only have been 
made by the concurring action of two public | 
officers; the collector made the removal and the 
hew appointment, which had to be submitted, with | 


his reasons, to the Secretary, and were approved || 


by him. The office of collector is an important | 
one, and is generally dlled by men of high char- 

acter and intelligence, which afford some fuar- 

antee for the correctness of his conduct: he is 

resporsible to the laws and to public opinion. But 

the decision of this officer is reviewed and ap- 

proved by the Seeretary of the Treasury, one of 

the highest public functionaries of the Govern- 

ment. An act, which has received the sanction 

of two important public officers, acting under 

their official responsibilities, must, he supposed, 
be legal and just until it is clearly shown to be | 
otherwise. 

But the petitioner says he was removed with- | 
out cause, and on account of his political opinions. | 
‘This statement comes from the party himself, and | 
is the same complaint that is always heard in all | 
similar cases—indeed in all cases of 
office. Did you ever hear of a public officer who 
was removed, who did not tell the same story? | 


who did not declare that it was without cause, || 


and an act of high-handed persecution and oppres- || 


sion? He had no knowledge of this case; he 
judged of it only from what appeared on the face 





i 
| 


of the memorial; that was sufficient to satisfy him | 


as to its true character. It was evidently a po- 
litical concern, and intended for political purposes. 
It appeared to him that the bare reading of this 

etition must produce this conviction on every 
impartial mind. The petitioner does not come 
here like an injured man, whose only object is to 
seck redress for his own wrongs. If such had 
been the ease, he would have told a plain and | 
simple story, a mere narration of the facts, unac- 
companied by such additions and embellishments 
as this petition contains about terrible proscrip- | 
tious, a frightful system of despotism, party ma- 


chinery,and party dictation. Noman, he thought, || 


eould mistake the true character of this memorial, 
and the object for which it was sent there. 

But, supposing this man had been removed | 
from a subordinate ministerial office, after holding 
it ten years, without cause, so far as respects any 
default or misconduct on his part, are we to be 
told that this is an act of oppression—a flagrant 
outrage? Was there any vichetion of law in this 
act—any invasion of the personal liberty or rights 
of this man? If not, where was the injustice— 
where the outrage which the Senator from Ken- 


that the President, Secretary, or officer, whoever | 
he may be, who has been guilty of such abuse | 
of official trust, ought to be impeached? Sir, | 
(said Mr. N.,) there would doubtless be as strong | 
grounds for impeaching the President as those for | 
which he was impeached two years ago. The | 
removal of this petitioner wasa lawful act, and so | 
was that of the removal of one Secretary and the 
appointment of another. The only question there 


| 
| 


tucky [Mr. Cay] represents as so palpable, 





could be, in either casc, was as to the propriety 
and expediency of the act, and of this, the officer 
possessing the power of removal and appointment 
was the rightful and proper judge. 

Hed thisman a private interestin this office—a 
vested right of which he could not be dispossessed | 
without injustice and oppression? This seems to 
be the doctrine for which the Senators contend. 
Sir, (said Mr. N.,) I deny this doctrine as un- | 
sound in principle and dangerous in practice; I 
protest against it as anti-republican and even 
monarchical; it does not belong to our system; 
it is not consistent with the genius of our insti- 
tutions. 

The Senator from South Carolina says he does 
not know this petitioner, and is at a loss why he 


removal from |} 


} 


| 


| 
| 
| 





| them independent and irresponsible. 





should have selected him as the organ of present- 
ing his petition to the Senate. e (Mr. N.) 
thought he could relieve the gentleman from his 
doubts on this point. He knew of two reasons, 
and ae strong ones, why the Senator may have 
been selected to present this petition. In an elab- 
orate report on executive patronage, that gentle- 
man denied to the President the constitutional 
power of removal from office, and, by the same 
reasoning, I conclude the principle should be fol- 
lowed out and applied to subordinate executive 
officers possessing a portion of the appointing 
yower. The Senajor has also maintained, I 
velieve, in the same report, the principle, that 
officers ought to be as stable and permanent as a 
freehold. These principles establish the perpe- 
tuity of office as a vested right in the incumbent, 
and doubtless induced the petitioner to select the 
honorable Senator to present his grievance to the 
Senate. 

Sir, (said Mr. N.,) what is a freehold? Is it 
not an indefeasible right secured by the law, 
which cannot be taken from the possessor with- 
out violation of law? According to the princi- 
ples of the gentleman, offices ought to become 
vested in the holders, as private rights, and be- 
come private property; and we may expect that 
they would become the subjects of traffic, and bar- 
gain, and sale, Can any principle be more hos- 
tile to our free institutions than this? It destroys 
all accountability in public officers, and renders 
It is in 
direct conflict with the great elementary ae 
on which our institutions rest, that of popular 
power. It is essentially a monarchical principle; 
for what is monarchy but independent, irrespons- 
ible power, not derived from, or responsible to, 
the people. Perpetuity of office would not only 
destroy all official accountability, but would im- 
pair the energy of the representative principle 
which would become only a matter of form, and 
not substance; for it is not the mode in which 
offices are filled, but the tenure of them, and the 
control which the appointing power has over 
them, which secures helt accountability. The 
principle which secures the accountability of offi- 
cial trusts must be an active and an efficient princi- 





ple, one which is brought into action, which is | 
applied in practice, the force of which is known | 


and felt from time to time; it must not be a merely 
nominal or dormant principle. 

Sir, (said Mr. N.,) the principle of change, ro- 
tation, or removal, call it what you please, is one 


| of the great conservative principles of this Gov- 


ernment. Itis a principle closely associated with 
that of representation and the delegation of power; 
it isa principle which abides with the people— 
which has its source in the popular will. ith 
the people this is an active and efficient principle, 
one which they never fail to apply on all needful 
occasions. They applied it to the second Presi- 
dent of the United Siates; that was a removal, or 
a refusal to reappoint the incumbent, notwith- 
standing a precedent had been established of re- 
taining him forasecond term. That distinguished 
man, and all his friends, believed that this power 
was exercised capriciously and unjustly—that 
they were removed from the public councils with- 
out cause, without any default of theirs, and from 
the influence of party excitement. These senti- 
ments they retained to the day of their deaths; 
but they were not the sentiments of the country. 
In the congressional districts the people fre- 
quently have recourse to this principle, and chan 
without cause, or for such causes as they sec fit, 
their public agents; this is also done in the States 
in all popular appointments. The people, peri- 
odically and frequently, change their Representa- 
tives and others, offices dependent immediately on 
them, and give efficacy to the principle of rotation 
in office. In almost every case, those who are 
excluded by this salutary principle complain of 
injustice, proscription, and persecution. But the 
people do not think so; they have only exercised 
a right which belonged to them, and the public 
interest is generally promoted by its exercise. 
_Sir, per Mr. N. y I protest against the prin- 
ciple of perpetuity of office—the principle of a 
freehold tenure; it converts all officers into.private 
property, and private rights. This principle be- 
ores to a monarchy, and not a republic; and 
should it once become established, my word for 
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it, we should have memorials enough presented 
to Congress, setting forth acts of oppression, not 
of one officer oppressing another, but of public 
officers oppressing the people, of gross abuses of 
public trusts, lawless acts of illegal exercise of 
power—of injustice, extortion, and oppression, 
Such would be the consequences of irresponsible 
power—of removing thataccountability which can 
alone be secured by the limited tenure of officers, 
and the efficient operation of that salutary prin- 
ciple of change and rotation. If you once admit 
the principle of a private right in offices, you de- 
stroy the principle of rotation; fora private right, 
if it exists, cannot be divested without cause; it 
is the freehold principle, for a freehold can be di- 
vested for sufficient cause. There may be a defect 
in the title, or a better one may be shown to exist 
in another person, and the possessor may thus be 
ousted. Buta freehold is an indefeasible right 
in the possessor, unless it should be defective; so 
it would be with the office-holder; he would have 
vested in him a private right, which you could not 
take from hin. without proof of some defect in 
it—without it shall be shown that he has forfeited 
his right by his misconduct, or in some way lost 
it. I deny (said Mr. N.) the whole doctrine; [ 
deny that any incumbent has any private interest 
in an office further than is secured to him by the 
legal tenure of it. He holds itunder the law, and 
he has no other rights than what the law expressly 
securestohim. If itis for aterm of years, w «i 
the term expires he cannot complain of injus’ \ « 
if he is not reappointed; if during the pleasure 
of the appointing power, he cannot complain if he 
is removed, and another person appointed. The 
only question is, as to the public Interest; if the 
office 1s not as well filled, if the public suffer, if 
the revenue sustains a loss, then there may be 
grounds of complaint. 

The Senator from South Carolina has referred 
to the inaugural message, and says the assembled 
multitude responded to its sentiments, and him- 
self among the rest. What were the principles 
of that message on this point? Did not the Pres- 
ident declare and assert in that message the prin- 
ciple of reform—that a searching operation was 
called for into the conduct of the public agents ? 
and did not the public sentiment respond to this ? 
Sir, a reform was demanded by the highest con- 
siderations, and, so far as it was carried out, has 
been highly beneficial to the public service. 

Mr. KNIGHT knew nothing about the facts of 
the case, but rose to give his testimony in favor 
of the character of the memorialist, whom he 
knew to be a man of good character. 

Mr. HUBBARD remarked that he had no 
knowledge of the petitioner. He lived remote 
from him. He was equally ignorant of the trans- 
action to which the memorial refers. He knew 
not the present collector, nor the present gauger 
and weigher; nor did he know the reasons which 
had induced the collector to remove from office 
the memorialist and to give that office to another. 
One fact is certain, that no complaint is set forth 
in the memorial against the collector for having 
appointed an unfit, an incompetgnt officer. It is 
not alleged —it is not pretended, that the present 
incumbent is unworthy of confidence. What has 
the collector done? He has done precisely that 
which he was authorized to do. Fie came into 
the office of collector, and, for reasons which he 
deemed satisfactory, he has seen fit to remove the 
memorialist from the office of gauger and weigher, 
and has appointed to the same office the present 
incumbent. The collector, then, has done no 
more than what he has had entire and full author- 
ity and power to do. It was the right of the 
collector; it was within his power to do precisely 
what has been done. Mr. H. stated that he had 
reason to believe that there was an object beyond 
the memorial itself from the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, and from the remarks 
of the Senator from Kentucky, and from the ar- 
= of the memorial itself. He could not but 

lieve that the Secretary of the Treasury was 
viewed with suspicion in reference to this affair. 
That public officer has been of late singled out 
as an object of attack—as an object of abuse here 
and elsewhere. 

How often has it been said by honorable Sen- 
ators, that the official reports of that officer are 
entitled to no credit—are wholly unworthy of 
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confidence—and yet hardly a day passes without 
some gentlemen, who are so free and so severe 
in their strictures upon the conduct of this officer, | 
resenting resolutions to the Senate calling upon 
him for official information? The Secretary of | 
the Treasury seems at this moment to be not | 
only distrusted, but in his judgment most unmer- 
itedly-—moet unjustly abused. Why is this so? | 
Why is the Secretary of the Treasury thus sin- 
gled out and thus attacked? He had long been 
well acquainted with that public officer; he and _ 
the Secretary were natives of the same State, | 
educated at the same institution, members of the | 
same profession, and for many years he had been | 
on terms of great personal intimacy with that | 
gentleman; and he felt a pride and a pleasure | 
in the fact that that gentleman was his friend. 
From these considerations, Mr. H. remarked | 
that he considered himself called upon to say, 
that that officer would at no time shrink from 
any investigation into his official conduct. There 
is not to be found a more faithful, a more indus- 
trious, a more intelligent public servant connected 
with the administration of our Government. In 
saying this much, he believed that he said no 
more than truth and justice would warrant. He | 
hoped the memorial would go to the Committee | 
on Commerce, or to some other committee who | 
would do justice to those who have been thus | 
arraigned before the Senate—who would, by their | 
report, otectanlly put down this fault-finding dis- | 
position, or would put downthose who are so con- 
stantly held out before the Senate as unworthy of 
confidence. Let the investigation be made; let 
the examination be prosecuted with every possi- 
ble degree of severity. He, for one, had no fears 
for the result. The Secretary of the Treasury | 
has too much integrity of character to be les- 
sened in public opinion by any such insinuations, | 
or byany attacks whatsoever which may be made 
here or elsewhere upon his public official conduct. 
Mr. KNIGHT said, that, from some observa- 
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man conceives that the Secretary may be impli- 
cated. The Senator has stated the ground of his | 
opinion that the Secretary must necessarily have 
been made acquainted with all the facts and cir- | 
cumstances connected with the removal of the 
memorialist; and that of consequence, if the col- 
lector has committed an error or a fgult, blame | 
might attach to the Secretary. He stated, when || 
up before, the power of the collector over this 
subject, and that in this instance he had not 
transcended the power confided to him; and that 
he (Mr. Hussparp) could not believe that, under 
any circumstances, there would be good ground 


of a against the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. He hoped that the memorial would be 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, or to 
some other committee; and he trusted that who- 
ever should have charge of the subject, all proper 
inquiries would be made into the official conduct 
of the Secretary of the Treasury—an officer in 
whose fidelity he had the most unlimited confi- 
dence. He could not believe that that officer 
would fail, on any occasion,to do his whole duty; 
that in the execution of the trust confided to him, 
he could not suppose that he would knowingly 
do any wrong, for any purpose whatever. And 
on stating his opinion of, and his confidence in, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, he was well as- 
sured that the time was when the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina entertained as favor- 
able an opinion of, andas much confidence in, that 
officer, as he himself now did. How it has hap- 
pened that so great a revolution in the sentiments 
and feelings of the Senator has been wrought 
towards that officer he might be able to tell; but | 
the cause was wholly unknown to him, and he 
believed to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CALHOUN made noaccusation against the 
Secretary. He had said that it was the duty of 
the Secretary to look into all the facts of the case; 
and if the collector had turned out Mr. Melville 
only because he had no frechold, and could take 
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tions he had heard, it might be inferred that the 
Secretary of the Treasury was to blame. He 
believed the Secretary knew nothing about the 
underwork—the machinery by which the removal 
was effected. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said, that, as there 
seemed to be some doubt whether the Senate was 
the proper body to go on with the examination 
into this matter, and as it was probable a similar 
memorial had been presented to the other House, 
which would seem to be the proper place for in- | 
vestigation, he would move, for the present, to | 
lay the memorial on the table. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, if the petition should 
be referred, the committee would have all the | 
facts before them. If the Secretary did not know 
of this underwork, the case presented a state of 
things which, to his mind, made it little better. 
Did he understand the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire to hold that, because a man had lost his | 
frechold, he should be turned out of office? Was | 
there any Senator here who would subscribe to | 
such a doctrine? Where a man had conducied | 
himself properly, and was well qualified to dis- | 
charge the duties of his office, that he should be 
turned out of it for no other reason than because 
he had lost his freehold qualification to vote! 
The Senator from Tennessce thought this repre- 
sentation of the memorialist not correct. The facts 
set out seemed to him to be a plain, unvarnished 
narration of his wrongs; and it seemed Mr. Mel- 
ville was reluctantly turned out, as he was ac- 
knowledged to be a good officer. It might appear 
to some Senators that it was so small a case that 


} 


no one would think it worth while to notice it. | 


He did not think so. The principles involved in it | 
gave it greatimportance. ‘The Senator from Con- | 
necticut (Mr, 
had given an opinion that public offices should 
be perpetual. 
newspaper at Hartford, he would not have noticed 
it; but, stating it as he did, in his place, he felt 
bound to say not one word of it was true. 

Mr. HUBBARD said, that when he first ad- 
dressed the Senate he stated as his suspicion that 
it was dmong the objects contemplated, to reach 
the Seeretary of the Treasury. In this supposi- 
tion it seemed he was not mistaken; for, from 
what has just fallen from the Senator from South 
Carolina, there can be no doubt that that genile- 


11es]} had said that he (Mr. C.) | 
If the Senator had stated so in a | 


a 


no part in elections, to apply the proper remedy. 
This the Senator from New Hampshire could not | 
deny. 

Mr. HUBBARD. Certainly not. 

Mr. CALHOUN continued. But the gentle- | 
man said that the collector had power to remove | 
the officer, without giving any reasons for it. | 
Against this doctrine he protested. All these | 
high offices were held as trusts for the benefit of 
the people, and not as the property of the indi- 
vidual or his-party. The officer having appoint- 
ments to make, was bound to appoint men capa- 
ble and worthy, and to sustain heaki if they did 
their duty faithfully and he had no right to turn | 
them out, to put in men who would serve the 
party. If the office was the property of the col- 
lector, and not held as a trust, he admitted that 
| he would have a right to turn out and putin whom 
he pleased. He said nothing against the Secre- 
tary; but he thought, from his correspondence 
with Mr. Melville, he had a knowledge of all the 
facts, and it was his duty to inquire further into 
them, and if the collector had done wrong, to 
apply the remedy. ‘This was all he had said, for : 
it might turn out that the collector gave good 
reasons for the removal. . 

Mr. CLAY thought the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hussarp] had displayed more | 
zeal than discretion. He (Mr. C.) had made a 





remark that, however flagrant the outrage might | 


be, he did not suppose there was any remedy. 
He did not intend by it to implicate the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for whom he had a favorable re- 
gard, and took pleasure in stating thaton several 
occasions he had transacted business in his office, 
and found him prompt and accommodating in the 
discharge of his duties. But he thought the 
Senator had, nevertheless, traveled ‘out of the 
way, when he pronounced the Secretary innocent 
before he had had his trial. 

Mr. HUBBARD. The Senator from Kentucky 
had said that he had manifested rather more zeal 
than discretion in his defense of the Secretary of 


| 
| 


a ae 


the Senator from Kentucky states that he (Mr. 
H.) had pronounced the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury innocent, even before that officer had been 
|| put upon his trial. He had not pronounced that 
|| officer innocent of any charge which might be 
‘| preferred against him. All that he s was, 
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|| officer will never suffer b 


| 


| olina denied that he advanced or sustained the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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the Treasury; and in support of his declaration, | 


863 


that he now repeated, that he knew that officer 


and 


| well, and from his knowledge of his general in- 
| tegrity, faithfulness, and intelligence, he hazarded 


nothing in saying that that officer would never 
shrink from any and every investigation into his 

ublic official conduct which may be set on foot 
by authority here or elsewhere; and such was 
his confidence in the purity of that man—a con- 
fidence which he had reason to believe was not 
misplaced—he had no fears for himself as to the 
result of any and of all such investigations. This 
he stated, and all this he most conscientiously 


| believed. And he would only say in conclusion, 
| that the Secretary had been often assailed on this 
| floor by some of the most distinguished Senators 


of this body. He had heard those attacks with 
regret and sorrow; not that he for a moment 
could believe that that officer was obnoxious to 
the charges which had been so often niade, but 
his regret proceeded from the circumstance that 


| the Secretary of the Treasury was not as well 


known to all his accusers as he was to himself, 
Mr. H. said that, in his judgment, in his full 
belief, examine when and how it shall be the 
pleasure of the Senate to do, into the official con- 
duct of the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
y any such examination. 
Mr. NILES said the Senator from South Car- 
| principle, he (Mr. N.) had referred to, that offices 

should be as stable and permanent as a freehold, 

It might be that he (Mr. N.) was mistaken in 
| Saying that it was contained in the report of the 
Senator; but he believed it was in his speech, or 
the report; he thought he could not be mistaken 
that the Senator had asserted that principle. He 
now appealed to the Senator to say whether it 
was true that he had advocated such a principle 
either in his report or speech. And what did the 

Senator now contend for? Was he not now main- 
taining, to a great extent, the same principle ? 
How was this petitioner injured? In what did 

the outrage consist, of which the gentleman had 
spoken, except in violation of the rights of the 
petitioner to hold on to his office? The entire 
ground of the complaint rested on the principle 
that the petitioner had a private right and vested 
interest in the office. It was not pretended that 
the public interest had suffered; that was not the 
ground of complaint. 

Mr. WALL said that he had no intention of 
entering into any debate on the subject; but one 
remark which had fallen from the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky demanded some notice. He 
thought that the honorable gentleman need not 
entertain any fears that any action of the Senate 
in respect to this memorial would require the 
process of expunging to correct it; and he must 
take the liberty to remind him, that the expung- 
|ing process did not originate im this body, but 
received its impulse from the people. 

This petitioner complains of a grievance which 
| he has sustained. He has a right to present that 
| grievance to this body, and Mr. W. said, that 
| he held the right of petition included the right of 

cnenniines aa this petition steered clear of the 
difficulty which had so much embarrassed the 
Senator from South Carolina on a former occa- 
sion. Here the petitioner complained of a griev- 
ance which affected himself individually, although 
it is one which many others in all parts of the 
country likewise suffer; and what is it?) Why, 
sir, it is nothing more nor less than the operation 
of the great republican principle of ‘ retation in 
office.’’ The petitioner, after having held an 
othce for upwards of ten years, was displaced to 
make room for another more acceptable to the 
people, and equally, or better, qualified to dis- 
charge its duties. To be sure, it was always 
considered a great grievance by the losing party; 
my political friends suffered under its ** scorching 
operations’’ recently in New Jersey, and in the 
city of New York, and are now feeling it in all its 
rigor in the great State of Pennsylvania, and also 
in other States. But it is a complaint which does 
not excite much general sympathy; it 1s a griev- 
ance which is looked upon as one resulting ne- 
cessarily from the .operation of our system of 
Government. The petitioner does not complain 
that the public has sustained any injury by. his 
removal—that a deserving and capable officer had 
been removed to make room for an unfit and 
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incapable one; be does not complain that his right, 
as an independent freeman, to vote as he pleased, 
has been interfered with; for, by his own show- 
ing, he was not qualified to vote, nor was any 


afrechold as a qualification to vote. 
his grievance? Mr. W. said, as he understood 
it, some ten years ago, the petitioner, being so | 
indifferent to the highest and most inestimable 


selection of those who administer the laws—as not 
even to make himself qualified to vote in the place 
where he lived, neveriheless condescended to ac- 
cept of an office under a Goverament which he 
te so little as to neglect to obtain the right to 
participate in the choice of its officers. And what 
was that office? 
behavior? No. It was for no definite term, but 
during the pleasure of the appointing power. He 
was suffered to hold it for ten years—till near the 
expiring of the third constitutional term of those 
who appointed him; and he now complains that 
he was turned out, and another put in his place. 
He complains that he 1s not suffered to enjoy it 
contrary to its tenure—to convert it into a life 
estate. He could not complain that the freedom | 
of election was interfered with in his person, for | 
he was no voter, and he does not allege that any 
attempt was made to bribe him to purchase a | 
freehold. 
to make his oflice such; it is a mere personal 
grievance, in which the public have sustained no 
injury. 

Mr. W. said he was perfectly willing that this 
matter should be inquired into. It was a very 
common grievance, that men could not hold of- 








The only freehold that he sought was | 


right of a freeman—a right to participate in the | 


Was it for life, or during good || 


fices, when they got them, as iong as they pleased; | 


and there was another equally common, that men 
could not get the offices which they wanted. He 
was willing that the petition should take the direc- 
tion which the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina was desirous to give to it. Let the in- 
quiry be made, and if any remedy was called for 
by the case, and witain the competency of this 
body, let it be applied. He, however, felt im- 


pressed with the belief that any inquiry would | 


result in establishing the naked fact that the pe- 
titioner had held an office, the tenure of which 
was at the pleasure of the appointing power, for 
ten years; wished to hold it for ten years longer, 
or to convert it into an office for life; was turned 
out to make room for a citizen equally or better 
qualified to discharge the duties; and no one had 
any reason to complain of the change but him- | 
self. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was an entire stranger 
to the parties, and had never heard of any of their | 
controversies. It would afford him a great deal | 
of satisfaction to know that the petitioner was | 
mistaken, and was conscious that it was with no 
desire to throw guilt on any party that induced 
him to favor a reference of the memorial to a 
committee. It was agreed, he believed, on all | 
hands, that it wasa grievous case if true. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Watt] said he could 
smile at a petitioner who brought in a case of 
mere rotation of office. But this showed a case 
of tyrannical and oppressive exercise of arbitrary 
power. ‘That Senator had furthermore said, that 
this was a case in which no complaint of a public | 
grievance was involved. Had the public no in- 
terest, he would ask, in the abuse of its laws, in | 
their being perverted to the purposes of oppres- 
sion from sinister motives? hen any officer, | 
high or low, dared to pervert his office to sinister | 
eae he could have no patience to endure it. 

f facts were brought to light to sustain the charge 
in this petition, he could not believe the President 
of the United States would permit these petty 
tyrants longer to exercise this arbitrary abuse of 

wer. And if he should not turn this collector 
out, he would be en to provide a remedy | 
by law. He hoped the memorial would go to a | 





contravention of a principle so odious in its char- || wat honorable stations under 
| Wit 


acter. 


The petition and rs were then referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


BILLS PASSED. 


lands issu 


| 
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The resolution authorizing the correction of 


| errors made in the location of certain Indian 


| reservations, were severally read the third time, 
| and passed. 
attempt made to bribe him by bestowing on him || 


What is || 


‘ 
} 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 


a bill for the relief of William C. Easton; which 
was read twice, and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the | 
heirs of Brigadier General James Moore; which | 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. M., froin the same committee, reported | 
unfavorably on the resolution of inquiry as to | 
the expediency of granting lands to the officers 
of the staff of the revolutionary army, and to the 
officers and soldiers who served under General 





| George Rogers Clark. 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee 


/on Military Affairs, to which had been referred 
| the petition of certain officers and soldiers of the 


Army, praying that provision may be made by 
law for affording them moral and religious instruc- 


| tion, reported a bill for the appointment of addi- 


| 





| last Congress. 





tional chaplains in the Army; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. KENT submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, ‘Vhat the President of the United States be re- 
quested to open negotiations with the Government of 
France, as soon as diplomatic intercourse between the two 
countries shall be renewed, for the purpose of placing our 
trade in tobacco with that country upon a more liberal toot- 
ing than the exis,ing system of administration of “ en regie’’ 
adinits of, and corresponding better with the generous 
spirit exhibited heretofore, as well a3 at this time, by the 
United States, in reducing the duties on various products 
from that country. , 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Senate took up the bill to distribute, for a limited 
time, the proceeds of the public lands among the 
States, &c.; and, after some remarks from Messrs. 


| table. 


MAIL CONTRACTS. 


On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the resolution 
for changing the time of making contracts for 
carrying the mails was taken up; and, after bein 
amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripvay, April 15, 1836. 
Immediately after reading the Journal— 
Mr. DENNY rose to make a motion, when 
Mr. HOWARD requested him to yield the 
floor, to enable him to bring a subject before the 
House, in which he felt a personal interest. 
Mr. DENNY having complied, and leave being 
rranted by the House, 
Mr. HOWARD said that he wished to call the 
attention of the House, and of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Wist,] to the imperfect manner 
in which his (Mr. W.’s) remarks, made on the 
day before yesterday, were reported in the Na- 
tional Intelligencer of this morning. It would 
be remembered by the House that considerable | 
debate occurred upon a motion of a gentleman | 


| BENTON and EWING, the bill was laid on the 


out a part of the contingent fund provided for the 
State Department, and which involved in its 
range the propriety of the appointment by the 
President of two commissioncrs, to proceed to 
Ohio and Michigan after the adjournment of the 
Mr. H. said that, as was well 


| known, he had the honor of being selected as one 
| of these commissioners, associated with a dis- 
committee, and that the Senate would show its || tinguished gentleman [Mr. Rush] who had filled 


| 


e Government. 
what success or ability they had performed 
their duties, it was not for him to judge, being 
satisfied with the approbation of the President, 
expressed on the surrender of the trust; but he 
would say that they were undertaken witha single 


The bill giving effect to ae for the public || eye to the preservation of the peace of the coun- 
ed in the names of deceased persons; and || try, then th i 





reatened with imminent danger of 




















, t wer 
of the President to make such appointments had 
been freely discussed, This was a matter prop- 
erly open to debate, and gentlemen had a fair 
right to scrutinize it strictly. He had listened to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Poe as he always did, with attention, and was 
perfectly sure that the report of them, which he 
would ask the Clerk to read, was notan accurate 
report. The debate having turned exclusively 
| upon the appointment of the commissioners, the 
gentleman from Virginia is made to say as follows: 
| The Clerk then read this extract: 

“Mr. Wise said the discussion showed the necessity of 
examining these contingent appropriations. What would 
gentiemen say, (le asked,) if it should turn out that this 
very appropriation of $25,009 was used to pay some of these 
secret agents, appointed without any authority of the Con- 
| stitution? He went into the examination of the right of 
appointinent,and contended that the President had no power 
of the kind contended for. The contingent appropriations 
(he said) were applied to all sorts of illegitimate purposes, 
and even to one portion of a system of corruption, which 
had increased to a most enormous extent.”? 


| Mr. HOWARD said that, in the passage just 
read, it might be inferred by some readers, that 
| the epithet contained in the last sentence was ap- 
plied to the appointment of the commissioners, 
which he was perfectly sure the gentleman from 
| Virginia did notdo. The remarks which were 
| made by members of the House in debate, were 
of great consequence; but those which were re- 
| ported to have been made were equally so, because 
| they went forth to the nation instead of being 
| confined to the House; and having called the at- 
| tention of the gentleman from Virginia to the 
| imperfection in the report of his remarks, he left 
|it to his own sense of justice what course to 
| pursue. 
| Mr. WISE said it would give hima great deal 
| of pleasure to explain. He would say he had 
spoken on the day alluded to without preparation, 
and extemporancously, and could not say what 
his precise words were; but he knew what his 
meaning was. He meant to instance this ap- 
ointment of commissioners to Michigan, by the 
resident of the United States, not as a corrupt 
appointment, but as an illegitimate appointment; 
and he had generally denounced contingent ap- 
| propriations as covering illegitimate and corrupt 
applications of the public moneys. He did not 
mean to charge the honorable gentleman from 
Maryland, or the President, with corruption in 
the appointment; but he charged the President 
then, as he did now, with making an illegitimate 
appointment, when there was no necessity for 
doing so. There was, however, a difference of 
opinion on that subject. At the time alluded to 
he was debating the subject with his colleague 
{Mr. Mason] of these contingent appropriations 
covering corruptapplications of the public money. 
He did not charge the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Howarp] with corruption; and if 
such charge was intimated in the report, he would 
say, with great pleasure, that he was misreported. 
Mr. HOWARD said, that he was glad to find 
that the recollection of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia corresponded with his own. The consti- 
tutionality or legality of the appointment was 
properly open to debate, and gentlemen upon all 
sides had a perfect right to express their opinions 
upon it. He would no longer detain the House 
from its ordinary business. 


SELECTING DEPOSIT BANKS. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the general consent 











from North Carolina, [Mr. Suerrerp,] to strike ] of the House to take up and dispose of the reso- 


lution submitted by him, calling on the Secretary 
of the Treasury for certain information connected 
with the deposit banks. 

It was objected to. 


DEPOSIT OF THE PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The resolution reported by Mr. Owens, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, fixing a day 
for the consideration of the bill in relation to the 
deposit of the public moneys, and Mr. Wise’s 
amendment thereto, came up as the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to postpone the 
resolution and amendment until to-morrow; which 


was agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committce on 


1836 


a 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Murphy; 

A bill for the relief of Abram Lansing; and 

A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Lawler and 
Smith M. Miles. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which | 
were read twice and committed: | 

A bill granting a pension to John Miles; and |, 

A bill for the rclicf of Hannah Hazard. } 


Mr. P.C. FULLER, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the relief of Nicholas Hodges; | 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, reported a bill to compensate the attor- | 
neys and marshals of the United States for the | 
districts of Georgia and South Carolina; which || 
was read twice and committed. \| 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- || 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making an | 
appropriation for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital near Ocracoke inlet, in the State of North 
Carolina; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Josiah | 
Curtis; which was read twice and committed. || 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a biil for the relief || 
of 'T. Kellar; which was read twige and commit- | 
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ted. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, reported a bill 
to authorize the construction of a railroad through | 
the lands of the United States in Springfield, Mas- | 
sachusetts; which was read twice, and ordered to || 
be engrossed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions and | 
memorials were made by Messrs. P.C. FULLER, || 
CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, and DARLING- || 
TON, from the Committee of Claims; Mr. LIN- 1 
COLN, from the Committee on Publie Lands; 


Messrs. CHAPIN and UNDERWOOD, from | 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; Mr. 
HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
and by Messrs. MORGAN and STORER, from 


the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, the Com- | 
mittee of Claims were discharged from the further 
consideration of several petitions, and leave was 
given to the petitioners to withdraw the same. 

{Mr. Cuarin, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report upon the | 

etition of the heirs of John Moore, late of Ala- 
ama, deceased. Mr. C., from the same com- || 
mittee, asked that the committee be discharged 


from the further consideration of the petition of 
Cornelius Fenwick. The motion was agreed to.] 


On motion of Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of paying to | 
the heirs of Captain George Daniel McMahen such pay and-} 
commutation as said Captain MeMahen, deceased, was en- 
titled to for revolutionary services. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Kirk’s Cross Roads, by 
ve and Jefferson, to La Fayette, in the State of In- 

jana. 


On motion of Mr. INGHAM, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for erecting or providing a marine hospital in the 
State of Connecticut. 


On motion of Mr. BEALE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Invalid Pensions be | 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of restoring to Philip 
Hartman, of the county of Rockingham, Virginia, the pen- 





sion and consequent arre es of which he has been 
deprived by a late decision of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 


On motion of Mr. INGHAM, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
be paid to Ely Ransom, or his heirs or Jegal representatives, 
the sum due on a final settlement certificate in his favor 
for $26 96, dated the 22d day of March, 1782. 


TREATY WITH THE CHICKASAWS. 


On motion of Mr. BELL, (instructed by the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs,) the House went | 
into Committee of the Whole (Mr. Grancer in 
the chair) on the bill from the Senate to carry | 











| the Senate were read twice and committed: 


|| and to reduce those on others, therein enumerated; 
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| into effect the treaties with the Chickasaw tribe || ¢nd_of west pier, at the mouth of Black river, Ohio, 
| of Indians, of the 20th October, 1832, and the 


24th May, 1834. 

The bill was read, when the committee rose, 
reported the same without antendment, and the | 
bill was read the third time and passed, 

OTHER BUSINESS. 

Mr. WEBSTER, on leave, presented an | 

amendment, which he intended offering to a bill 


on the Speaker’s table; which was orderedwo be 
printed. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, on leave, 
presented a petition, which was referred. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolution from | 


1] 


A bill for the relief of Robert Allen, and other 
heirs of James Allen, deceased; 

A bill to fix the compensation of the principal . 
clerk employed in the office of the Adjutant and 
Inspector General; 

A billto repeal the duties on certain articles, 


A bill for the relief of Henry Wainwright; 

A joint resolution to apply the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation for rebuilding the 
Potomac bridge to the improvement of Maryland 
avenue, and for other purposes; 

A bill to suspend so much of the act imposing | 
discriminating duties, &c., as applies to the ves- | 
sels and goods from the islands belonging to 
Portugal, and to reduce the duties on wines; and 

A bill giving effect to the eighth article of the 
treaty of 1319 with Spain. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motionof Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, | 


in further execution of the special order of the | 
29th January, and in pursuance of the further | 
order adopted on yesterday, resolved itself into 
a Committee on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Patton in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for 
the year 1836. 

The question pending was an amendment sub- 
mitted by Mr. ata ay of Missouri, for an 
additional item of $1,000 for cost of certain land 
suits decided against the United States, in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in Missouri 
and Florida, under the acts of 1824 and 1828, 
providing for the settlement of certain land | 
claims in Missouri and Florida; subsequently | 
modified, by request of Mr. Sevier, to extend | 
the same to the Tucekory of Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to strike out the following | 
clause; ** For compensation to the reporter of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, $1,000;’? and 
gave, as a reason for the motion, that a number 
of cases had been inaccurately reported, referrin 
to one case in which he himself had detected 
upwards of a hundred errors. 

Mr. HARPER thought, if the office was indis- | 
pensable, or if it was provided for by law, the | 
item ought not to be stricken out. If, however, 
Mr. Peters, the reporter, was incompetent to dis- 
charge the duty, some other should be appointed 
in his place. 

At the suggestion of Mr. THOMAS, 

Mr. HARDIN withdrew the amendment, with | 
the intention of renewing it in the House. ! 

Mr. HARDIN moved an ‘additional item of | 
$250 as compensation to the clerk for recording 
the opinions of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired if this was in | 
the appropriation bill of last year? 

Mr. HARDIN replied that it was, and referred 
to the act. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to increase the 
item for the expenses of the Supreme and other 
courts, jails, prosecutions, jurors, witnesses, for 
defraying suits, &c., in the District of Columbia, 
from $330,000 to $345,000, and stated that he made 
the motion on the ground of the expense of ar- 
resting the persons charged with setting fire to 
the Treasury building. 

Agreed to. 

-On the following clause being read: 
For erecting a frame building for a beacon light at the 
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$2,600— 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he could not find 
any previous act authorizing this appropriation, 
and on that ground he moved to strike it out. 

Mr. STORER hoped the gentleman would not 
press the motion then, as the gentleman repre- 


'| senting that district was out of his seat; where- 


upon 

Mr. CAMBRELENG withdrew it, intimating 
that he should renew itin the House if there was 
no existing law authorizing it, and he hed been 
unable to discover one. 

The following clause being read: 

ao office rent and fuel for all the surveyor’s oflices, 
$2,100— 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that it was 
proper he should state that this was a new item, 
though he should not move to strike it out ull he 
heard whether it wns necessary or not. 

Mr. WISE thought it could not be possible 
that our surveyors wanted a sum of §2,100 for 
the purchase of fuel in the northwestern wilder- 
ness, where that article was of no pecuniary 
value. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, replied that all 
the offices were not in the northwest; and office 
rent was in some places so high that the salary 
of the surveyors was freqently greatly diminished 
by it. 

“tie. ASHLEY advocated the clause. 

Mr. CORWIN was satisfied that, instead of 
striking out the item, it ought to be doubled, for 
it was within his own knowledge that the survey- 
ors in Illinois and Indiana had to pay as much as 
from $500 to $800 office rent. 

Mr. OWENS, with a view (he said) of testing 
the sense of the committee, moved to strike out 
the item. 

Mr. LAWLER moved to amend the clause by 
an additional item, appropriating a sum not ex- 
ceeding $300 for office rent to the several regis- 
ters and receivers of the public moneys. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was opposed 
both to the amendment and to the original clause. 

These contingent provisions were continually 
increasing, and he saw no reason for these extra 
allowances at the present time. The officers in 
question had done without them for twenty years, 
and should continue to do so, at least until some 
good reason was given for the increase. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, briefly advo- 
cated ‘the original provision and the amendment. 

Mr. HARDIN hoped the clause would be 
stricken out, for these increases were continually 
taking place, and no reduction was ever made, 
nor any office abolished. These things were aug- 
menting by little and little, as they had done in 
the old countries of Europe, till at length we 
should have an army of office-holders, with all 
their various classes, grades, and subordinates. 
It was in this way that the expenditure of this 
Government had swelled from twelve to twenty 


||, millions within a few years. 


Mr. LAWLER advocated his amendment. It 
was no good reason that justice should be with- 
held from one class of officers because others 
received a higher compensution than they were 
entitled to, or because others might ask for what 
was unequal or unjust. By this rule, no allowance 
would ever be made to any officers if they were 
to withhold a just remuneration from one class 
because another might ask for what was unrea- 
sonable. 

Mr. RIPLEY was as great a stickler for econ- 
omy as the gentleman from Kentucky, but then 
they ought not to impose—he would not say 
upon the officers, but upon the people, heavy 
duties without a due compensation, Now, in the 
district where he lived, not a man could be - 
to accept the office, and the consequence was that 
not an acre of land was held in one of the most 


important agricultural points in the country under 
patents. No man would accept the appointment, 
for the compensation was so miserable and con- 


temptible, that no man could go there with his 
family without involving himself in debt. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL was opposed to the 
amendment. If it could be made to a that 
these officers did not receive enough, the better 
way would be to increase their salaries, without 
compensating them in this indirect mode. Should 
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the amendment be agreed to, they would have all || word « Prussia,’ and increasing the amount to 


the other officers coming there to ask a similar 
provision, and there would be no end to it. | 
Mr. RIPLEY mentioned the fact, that there | 


was no class of public officers in this Government, | following i 


excepting those connected with the Land Office, 
but what had their office rent and fuel paid out of 
the public Treasury. Why should this distinc- 
tion be made between the officers of the West and 
all others? There could be no valid reason for it. 


| 


Mr. VINTON said there never had been lees || (0° sontngent ex 


occasion for the extra allowance proposed than 
at the present time, on account of the large amount 
of sales, for which they received a percentage. | 
The argument of the gentleman from Louisiana | 
applied only to that State, and ought not to be | 





acted upon asa general rule, or taken as a stand- | 
ard for the western States. 

Mr. LANE remarked that there were no offices | 
so much sought after in this Government as 
those of the registers and receivers of the public 
lands. He referred to his own State. It was | 
true, they received a salary of only $500, but 
they received a percentage of one per cent. on the 
sales, a commission on the deposits, and various | 
other perquisites, amounting altogether to be- 
tween two and three thousand a year. 

Mr. BOON was willing, if any special case of 
necessity existed, to vote for it, but no such had 
ever existed in the State of Indiana, so far as | 
came within his knowledge. He believed those 
officers already received an ample remuneration 
under the existing law, and he should vote against 
any increase. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said it 
was true that this was a smali matter, but it in- 
volved an extraordinary principle. He was op- 

sed to this indirect sis of increasing salaries. 

f they were too small, and proved to his satis- 
faction to be so, he would be willing to add $500 
a year to them; but, so far from this being so, he 
ventured to say that no officers were better paid 
than the registers and receivers of the public 
lands. Who ever saw a poor one? Why, they 
were already paid more than the Governor of any 
western State, and received salaries of $2,500 in 
States where judges of the superior courts did not 
recéive a thousand dollars. He was opposed to 
the amendment in toto on principle, and the more 
so from the apparently insidious manner in which 
it had been proposed. He sincerely hoped and 
trusted it would be rejected. 

Mr. RIPLEY said, as the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from Louisiana had been instructed 
by the Legislature on the subject, he moved, in 
execution thereof, an amendment to the follow- 
ing effect: That the registers and receivers, when- 
ever their salaries and emoluments did notamount 
to $1,000 a year, should be furnished with office 
rent at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. LAWLER accepted this as a modification, 
and addressed the committee for a short time in 
support of his amendment, and of the reasons 
that had induced him to move it,which were that 
the present compensation was inadequate. Surely 
where those officers did not receive more than a 
thousand dollars, it would be unreasonable to 
compel them to pay from three to five hundred 
dollars out of that for office rent. He denied that 
his proposition was either insidious or extraordi- 
nary; and if all appropriations were as free from 


objection as this there would be no great objec- 
tion to them. 











$13,500; which, after a few words of explanation, 
was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out the 
tem: 


ce ocean expenses of all the missions abroad, 
30,000. 


Mr. A. H.SHEPPERD wished the gentleman 


| to include in his motion a reduction of the item, 


‘nses of foreign intercourse,”’ 
from $30,000 to $9,000, as he wished to address 
the committee on the whole subject embraced in 
those two items. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked, that the two 
clauses could not be embraced in one motion, but 


|| the gentleman mightavail himself of either motion 


to give his views. 

r. SHEPPERD then addressed the commit- 
tee at length on the subject of the expenditures 
of the several Departments, going at large into 
the whole subject, and referring to a variety of 


\| details and statements under the several heads 


embraced in the contingent and incidental ex- 


|| penditures of the different Departments. 


The amendment of Mr. CAMBRELENG was 


| then agreed to, and the clause was stricken out. 


The following clause being read: 


For the expenses of intercourse with the Barbary Pow- 
ers, #17,400— 


Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD wished this item re- 
| duced, and moved to strike out the present sum, 


'| and substitute the sum of $10,000. 


| Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said the item had 
already been reduced from the appropriation of 
former years, and was $3,600 less than the actual 
expenditure in 1834-’35. He also added, that 
within the last two years these expenditures had 
been regulated by responsibility, as they would 
be in future, each agent being under an obligation 
to produce his vouchers for every item of account. 
He also entered into a statement of the items of 
which the appropriation was made up. If the 
gentleman would limit it to $12,000, Mr. M. 
would have no objection. 

Mr. SHEPPERD accepted this as a modifi- 
cation. 

Mr. WISE understood the question to be this: 
that our consuls to the Barbary Powers were in 
the habit of making presents to them, and by a 
law of 1810 these consuls were required to re- 
turn vouchers for these presents; but this had 
not been done, and the accounts had been paid 
without vouchers, by adopting another system 
of procuring presents, viz: by buying them in the 
United States. This, he re , had been done 
to encourage American manufactures, to carry 
out the principles of the American system. Mr. 
W. read a list of articles furnished as presents 
by the State Department, among which was nan- 
keen, the production of Georgia. This might be 
an ingenious invention to substitute the law, by 
patronizing articles of American production, but 
it was probably done for the purpose of patron- 
izing an agent of them here. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, replied by referring 
to the original law, passed in Mr. Jefferson’s 
administration, authorizing the President to open 
and carry on intercourse with the Barbary Pow- 
ers, and to send agents there. He then entered 
into an explanation, establishing the fact that the 
provisions of the law had been carried out. The 
sum to be expended was, under the amendment, 








Mr. HARPER was opposed to the amendment || $12,000, and all the agency would amount to 


op the ground that it was not in pursuance of a 
preéxisting law; and even, if assured of its neces- | 


would be the small sum of $600. 
Mr. SHEPPERD briefly explained that the 


sity, he should vote against it in the present bill || nankeen had been charged at the fair market 


on that account. | 
The amendment, as modified, was not agreed | 


The question then recurred on the motion of | 
Mr. Owens to strike out the whole clause; which | 
was agreed to. 


Mr. HARDIN gave notice that he should move | 
in the House io non-concur in the amendment | 
appropriati 
opinions of the Supfeme Court, 

The following clause being read: 


For outfits of chargé des affaires to Mexico and Peru, 
000 — 


’ 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved to insert the 


rice, and it was a very saleable comente ty: He 
ad also inquired whether that article had been 
inserted at the requisition of the Secretary of 
State, and he was satisfied, from that investiga- 
| tion, that it had not. 
Mr. MASON explained that the clerk in the 
| Department made out the list without the slight- 
| est consultation with the Secretary of State; that 


$250 to the clerk for recording the || the demand exceeded the production, and that 


| Mr. Forsyth’s agent gave no preference. He 
| also stated the fact that, when Mr. Forsyth ascer- 
tained the order had been given for the American 
nankeen, thas qonilowan objected to its execution, 


on the ground that there was not enough for 
American consumption. 
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The amendment as modified, was then agreed 


0. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out the 
clause, 
For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, $30,000. 


Which was agreed to. 

The following clause being read: 

For expenses of translation in prepari “ Di 
Communal Regulations ot Fomigs Countries,”? oo ~ 
en of the House of Representatives of 3d of March, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to strike out 
** one,’’ and insert, ‘‘ for the third volume of the 
same, $5,000,’’so as to make it read, $5,500; 
which was rejected. 

The following clause was then read: 

For the Documentary History of the American Revolu- 
tion, per act of 2d March, 1833, $20,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, made some re- 
marks in reference to the extraordinary contract 
under which this work was printed. By the terms 
of this contract, the individuals with whom it 
was made (Clarke and Force) had the power of 
printing every document and paper from the first 
discovery of the American continent to the close 
of the Revolution. The volumes cost the coun- 
try twenty-one dollars each; and, instead of being 
limited to $408,000, the first estimate, it would 
probably exceed double that sum, for the parties 
assumed to themselves the right to make each 
volume as ane as they pleased. He should move 
to strike out the clause; and he intended to sub- 
mit, at a future day, a resolution directing an 
inquiry to be made as to the propriety of rescind- 
ing the contract altogether, and paying the dam- 
ages. At all events, it had better lie over. The 
House had been grossly imposed upon, and the 
youn would make more by it than if Congress 

ad given them $20,000 a year for doing nothing. 

The motion was agreed to, and the clause was 
stricken out. 

Some conversation took place on the clause 
appropriating $300,000 for the erection of the cus- 
tom-house at New York, between Mr. UNDER- 
WOOD, Mr. CALHOUN of Massachusetts, Mr. 
HARDIN, and Mr. CAMBRELENG, (the latter 
gentleman producing the correspondence between 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the architect 
and superintendent, including the estimates for 
the current year, and for completing the building, 
which was stated to be about $750,000,) Mr. 
JOHNSON of Tennessee, Mr. STORER, Mr. 
REYNOLDS of Illinois, and 

Mr. MERCER, who moved to strike out the 
whole appropriation; which was rejected—ayes 
44, noes 81. 

Mr. MERCER then moved to reduce the ap- 

ropriation one half, ($150,000,) which, after a 
co words from Mr. CAMBRELENG, was re- 
jected—ayes 53, noes 74. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike out the following clause: 

ph completing the public warehouse at Baltimore, 

Mr. McKIM made a brief explanation, and 
the amendment was rejected without a count. 

The other clauses of the bill were then agreed 


to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to increase 
the item for compensation to the clerks and mes- 
sengers in the office of Indian affairs from $3,950 
to $4,950, and explained that the committee had 
reported less thar the law authorized, though not 
so much as was asked. 

Mr. HAWES moved that the committee rise; 
which was negatived—ayes 50, noes 91. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to amend the bill 
by adding an item of $347 67 for or of the 
siaioan of Colonel Lawrence and others, being 

of an ropriation made by the act of the 
poh March “Tei6. for these objects, carried to the 
surplus fund on the 30th December, 1826, reap- 
propriated on the 20th March, 1828, and in 
carried to the surplus fund on the 31st December, 
1830; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a farther amend- 
ment: 

Forthe expense of medals and swords to Colonel Croghan 
and others, $5,200, 





t 








1886. 


es 113, noes nat | 


Which was agreed to—ay 
counted. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the following: | 

For the expense of bringing to the seat of Government | 
the votes for President and Vice President of the United | 
States, $8,000. 
* Agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved further to 
amend the bill by adding the following item: 

For the survey of the coast of the United States, $60,000. 


Mr. C. explained that this branch of the ser- 
vice had been recently transferred from the Navy 
to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HARDIN inquired whether the mineral- 
ogist was included in this appropriation, because, 
if so, he was dead against him? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied in the negative; | 
and the item was then agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved a series of | 
rer che aerator for the salaries of Governor, | 
judges, secretary, district attorney, marshal, and | 
contingent expenses of Wisconsin Territory, | 
Lperienet also for the pay and mileage to the mem- || 

ers of the Legislative Council, rinting the laws, || 
&c., $9,400; and for the public buildings and | 
library of said Territory, $25,000. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, inquired if the 
estimates for these appropriations had been sub- | 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means? | 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that they had || 
not, because there had been no opportunity, as | 
the bill establishing the Territory had only been | 
under consideration a day or two ago. He would | 
state, however, that the items had been filled up | 
from the bill, including the Governor’s, salary, | 
which, if reduced in the bill, could be reduced | 
when the present bill came into the House. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved an additional | 
item: 

For enlarging and repairing the custom-house, and pur- | 
chasing additional land thereior, at Bath, Maine, $5,500. 

Agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved an additional | 
item of $4,5Ut- for the repairs of the public build- | 
ings at Staten Island; which was agreed to. 

Ir. CAMBRELENG moved an item for de- | 
fraying the expenses of the survey of lots in | 
the town of Galena, Illinois, made by the sur- | 
veyors general of Missouri and“Illinois, under | 
the.act of Congress of 1829, $1,000; which was | 
agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the following: 

For a custom-house in the city of Boston, Massachusetts, | 
in addition to a former appropriation, $200,000. 

Mr. LAWRENCE made a brief explanation | 
in relation to the manner of bringing forward 
this proposition, and said that it would have been | 
originally inserted in the bill but for want of | 
time. He also stated that in respect to the amount 
of tonnage, though not of import, Boston was 
the largest port in the United States. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG confirmed the explana- | 
tion of Mr. Lawrence as to the item not being | 
in the bill. There was a doubt, at first, on the | 
minds of the members of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, as to whether the subject belonged | 
to that committee, and they consequently moved | 
its reference to the Committee on Commerce, | 
who, after investigation, referred it back again to | 
the former committee, but too late to be inserted | 
in the bill, which had been previously reported | 
and printed, But for this reason the appropria- | 
tion would have been inserted in the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then moved to amend the 
amendment so as to require the foundation of the | 
buildings to be of stone, and the superstructure | 
of brick. 

Mr. LAWRENCE remarked that the soil itself 
was composed of granite, and consequently the 
foundations of all the buildings in Boston were 
of that material. They lived in a country of 
granite, which was therefore as cheap with them 
as brick. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was satisfied with the 
explanation, and would modify his amendment so 
as to cause the superstructure to be furnished of 
Granite or brick. After the example of the mar- 

le palace at New York, he was convinced some 
provision of this kind was indispensable. 











an attack of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
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Mr. LAWRENCE had no objection to the || 
amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired ifa proper house 
for the purpose required could not be constructed 
in the way his amendment proposed for $100,000 
in addition to the sum already appropriated ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE replied that the land for 
the site of the custom-house would probably cost 
somewhere from $125,000 to $175,000, but of the 
building he had not gone into the particulars. 
All the people of Boston wanted was a substan- 
tial, good, solid building, without any marble or 
ornaments of any kind. 

Mr. HAWES thought it altogether unneces- 


| sary to make any opposition to this proposition, 


as the House had already determined that the 
custom-house at New York should cost $750,000. 
He hoped then, after granting that, they would 
not refuse this to the people of Boston; and, for 
himself, he would vote them a like sum of 
$750,000, for he now saw that his friend, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was resolved to take the whole of the surplus | 
revenue out of the Treasury for these expendi- | 
tures. | 
Mr. WISE begged to inquire if there was any | 
custom-house in this country built of marble? | 
[Several voices exclaimed ‘*New York !’’ ‘*New | 
York !’’] There was, then, a new project for dis- 
tributing the surplus revenue, and he was glad to | 
hear from one of ‘‘the party’’ the intention charged | 
upon the chairman of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means of expending it. ‘There was half a | 
million of dollars at one fell swoop for building | 
two mammoth marble temples in the cities of New | 
York and Boston! | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG would only reply that | 
the ‘‘marble’’ contracts were not made by one of 
‘*the party,’’ but by one of the ‘‘other party.”’ 
Mr. M ERCER thought that a little unkind, for 
though he was not at this time a particular friend 
of the late Secretary of State, (Mr. McLane,) he 
once was, and he was sorry to find that gentle- 


| 
| 
j 


all the weight of this most improvident con- 
tract. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG was merely repelling 


Wise. 

Mr. WISE merely asked a question, but made 
no attack upon any one. His allusion was to | 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Hawes, 
who ought to know something about ‘‘the party’ 
and their intentions, and that gentleman said he 
saw plainly that his friend from New York was | 
about to expend the surplus reve 
indicated. 

Mr. HAMER, with reference to Mr. Unver- 
woop’s amendment, remarked that he could see 
no reason why the limitations, as to the materials 
for structure, should be confined to Boston only, 
and he should, therefore, vote against it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD wished to guard against 
the erection of another marble palace, and he 
had no objection to modify his amendment, so as 
to provide that the superstructure of the Boston 
custom-house should be of brick. 

Mr. LAWRENCE stated that there was not 
at this time a marble building in the whole city 
of Boston, nor did he think it likely there would 
be. They were all of granite, because that was 
the cheapest as well as the most available mate- 
rial they had for building. 

Mr. HARPER had some knowledge of this busi- 
ness; and he knew that in Philadelphia there was 
very little difference between the cost of granite 
and of the best white marble. He also knew that 
granite must necessarily be dearer than bricks, 
on account of the expense of cutting the former. 

Mr. HALL, of Maine, said, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania last up (Mr. Harper] was, 

he understood, a practical brickmaker, and that 
may account for his preference of brick to ite, 
or any other material, for building. Mr. H. came 
from a granite country, and could assure the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and that committee, 
that granite could be furnished in Boston for the 
erection of the custom-house’ at as low a rate of 
cost as bricks. He thought the amendment of 


the gentleman from Kentucky was therefore im- 
material. 
Aftersome further remarks by Messrs. CUSH- 





Kentucky, 
rd I 


man made the scape-goat, and compelled to bear | 


| 


nue in the way 


367 


ING, UNDERWOOD, LAWRENCE, HAR- 


/PER, HANNEGAN, REED, PEYTON, and 


RIPLEY, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD again modified his amend- 


' ment as follows: 


Provided, That said eustom-house shall be constructed of 
brick or granite ; 


| which was rejected; and the original amendment 


was then agreed to. 

Mr. HAWES then proposed an amendment 
‘for enlarging the custom-house in Louisville, 
$25,000."" 

Mr. nad but a few words to say in relation 
to this proposition. Louisville was now a port 
of entry, and one of the most important com- 
mercial cities on the western waters. When they 


'had already appropriated, in addition to other 
| large “pp 
‘| $300,000, 
'| completion of a custom-house there, and $200,000 


ropriations for the city of New York of 
not to complete, but for or towards the 


to the city of Boston for the same purpose—for 
he had no doubt they would be called upon for 
additional appropriations next session — now, 
when all this had been done for those two cities, 
he had a right to expect the vote of gentlemen for 
this simple sum of $25,000 for the city of Louis- 
ville. Moreover, he would pledge himself that, 
when that sum was granted, nd more would be 
asked for a long course of years to come for the 
same object. He would now test the impartiality 
of gentemen who had voted such large appropri- 
ations for the eastern country, and see if they 
were equally willing to extend the same benefits 
to the West. He did not ask a tenth for Louis- 
ville that had been appropriated for New York, 
and that was a city of as much importance to the 
western country as was New York or Boston to 
the East. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, remarked that he 
had been in his seat now nearly eight hours with- 
out refreshment, and, as there were still several 
amendments to be offered, he moved that the com- 
mittee rise; which was negatived — ayes 65, 
noes 88. 

Mr. GRAVES hoped the amendment would 

revail, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG knew nothing of the 
question, and should, therefore, reserve his vote 
upon it till the bill came into the House. If the 
mover would satisfy the House that it was proper, 
he should then vote for it. 

The amendment was not agreed to—ayes 44, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amendment 
appropriating $500,000 for the purpose of improv- 
ing the navigable streams in the State of Ken- 
tucky, to be paid to, and expended under the 
direction of, the board of internal improvements 
of that State; which was rejected, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, then offered. 

'| the amendment, of which he had given notice, 
|| to come in as a second section of the bill, as fol- 


| 


|| lows: 

|| See. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shali be the 
|| duties of the Secretaries of State, of the Treasury, of the 
War and Navy Departments, and of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, to lay before Congress, the first week in 
|| January in each year, a statement showing in detail the ex- 
|| penditures of the previous of the various sums which 
may have been appropriated by Congress for the contingent 
expenses of their respective Departments, and the two 
Houses of Congress, specifying the appropriation, and under 
it the expenditures, each article purchased, the price puid, 
and to whom the same shall have been paid. 


| 
| The amendment was agreed to. 


|| Mr. STORER proposed an item of $25,000 
tion erection of a marine hospital at Cincinnati, 
io. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, proposed to 
amend the foregoing by appropriating the sum 
of dollars for the erection of a marine hos- 

ital on the western waters, the site to be selected 
y, and money to be expended under the direc- 
tion of, the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. R. remarked that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had done the subject so much justice, 
and had advanced such liberal views, that it was 
almost useless for him to say one word to the 
committee. But it was a subject of vast import- 
ance to the people of linois, whom he represented; 

' and on that consideration he would say to the 
committee, that many meritorious individuals, in 
navigating the western waters, become sick, and 
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have no place for t 
ublic hospital existed in all the region of the 
est. 
There are navigating the western waters more 
than forty thousand people; and from the neces- 
sity of their avocation they pass through various 


rily subject to sickness and disease. 
The section of the State of Illinois which I have 


the honor in part to represent is situated on and 


between the largest and most navigaole rivers in 
the West,and on that consideration there is more 


more sick and disabled sailors thrown on the 
shore of the district I represent than any other. 

This is the reason that he respectfully brings 
this subject before the consideration of the com- 
mittee, and hopes it may be adopted in the pre- 
sent bill, which is before the committee. 

It is true there is a bill reported to the House 
on this same subject; but it is extremely doubtful 
if that bill, or many others of such character, will 
be acted on during the present session, 

In aconversation with the honorable chairman 
of the committee who reported the bill providing 
public hospitals in the West, he (Mr. R.) was 
satisfied with the bill, and is yet, if we could 
reach it and acton it. The bill allowing land 
could be changed into an appropriation for money, 
if that should be Acuete the most advisable, 
which he considered it would be. He (Mr. R.) 
said he had and others had, also, endeavored to 
bring up certain measures for the action of this 
House, but failed in them all. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hanneean] had, on various 
occasions, attempted to bring up the bill gradu- 
ating the price of the public lands, and failed in 
them all. He (Mr. R.) had attempted to bring 
before the House, on a day certain, the bill allow- 
ing a pension to those brave men that defended 
the country from the Indian enemy, from the 
year 1783 to 1794, but failed in it. 

The subject of the West Point Academy can- 
not be brought up for the action of the House. 
Seeing all these attempts fail, Mr. R. feared that 
this subject could aot be brought up for the action 
of the House, and itis on this consideration he 
hoped the amendment would be adopted in the 
bill before the committee. 

The gentleman [Mr. Srorer] is laboring under 
a mistake in the course and views he has taken 
of this subject. His amendment provides for 
the location of a public hospital at the city of Cin- 
einnati, which will injure the measure. It is 
impossible for Congress to locate the hospitals; 
the sites must be selected by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or some other competent officer of the 
Government. 

In conclusion, he hoped that the amendment 
would be adopted in the present bill, as the sub- 
ject might not be acted on in any other bill during 
the present session of Congress. 

The amendment of Mr. Reynoips was re- 
jected, as was also the proposition of Mr. Storer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of astechy moved that 
the sum of $50,000 be appropriated for the im- 
provement of the Camberland river from the 
mouth of Laurel to Nashville, Tennessee; which 
was rejected. 

Mr. BOON moved that the sum of $25,000 be 
appropriated for the erection of a marine hospital 
at Evansville, Indiana; which was rejected. 

Mr. ASHLEY renewed the amendment offered 
by him yesterday, for clerk hire in the office of 
the surveyor general of Illinois and Missouri, 
$2,000. He explained that the appropriation 
was authorized by a preéxisting law. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, remarked that 
the item had been struck out of the bill in the 
Committee of Ways and Means at his instance, 
because he was unaware of its being in pursuance 
of an existing law. As the gentleman from Mis- 
souri had produced the act, Mr. J., of course, 
withdrew his objection. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. KLNNARD moved the following: 

Be it further enacted, That the sum of $20,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropsiated to defray the expense of 
making copies of the field notes, maps, and surveys of the 
public lands, sold and unsold, in each of the States and 
‘Territories in which the public lands are situated, for the 
use of the Legislature of such State or Territory. 


he irrepose and care. Not one 
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orto ne —— 
Mr. K. remarked that he would detain the com- 
| mittee but afew moments in explaining the object 
} and meaning of his amendment. It was a prop- 
|| osition which he felt it his duty to submit from a 


| and favorable consideration of the committee. He 
| had not been in the habit, and he never would be, 
|| of submitting amendments merely to show an 
| anxiety for the interests of his own constituents, 


| or to consume the valuable time of the commit- 


the Legislature of each State and Territory in 
which the public lands are situated a complete 
|| authenticated copy of the field notes and maps of 
the lands within their limits. It is a matter con- 
| nected intimately with the general subjects relating 
| tothe publicdomain. I conceive that the item of 
expense necessary to accomplish this object be- 
| longs to this appropriatien bill, as there are appro- 
|| priations contained in it for various purposes 
connected with the land offices, and the lands 
| themselves. Is it not due to the new States, where 
| the Government, the greatest of all land specu- 
| lators that has ever been or ever will be, has sold, 
for the sake of revenue, millions upon millions of 
acres? Will not the General Government place 
in the keeping of those States a copy of these land 
| records, to them and their rights, perhaps, in the 
course of time, the most important of all the 
| documents they could possess ? 
These documents are retained by the General 
| Government exclusively. They show the sub- 
divisions which have oe made of the whole 
domain. They show the situation and mag- 
nitude of the various grants made to individuals 
| by the Spanish, French, and British Govern- 
| ments, which, by treaties, the United States have 
|; undertaken to confirm. ‘They present a view of 
a multitude of Indian reservations which have 
been transferred to citizens of the United States. 
| [would ask the committee if it is not important 
| to the rights of the new States, that they should 
have the maps and records by which they might 
correctly comprehend the nature, situation, and 
magnitude of these grants, reservations, and sub- 
| divisions into which the public lands have been 
cut up, so as to apply correctly the taxing power, 
and to guard forever the titles and homes of their 
| citizens againt the accidents and contingencies to 
which these records are liable while in the keep- 
ing of thisGovernment? I beg leave to remind the 
committee, that some years ago a portion of the 
maps and field notes were destroyed by the burn- 
ing of one or more of the offices of the surveyor 
| general. What wastheconsequence? The sur- 
veys had to be made anew. Suppose another 
Treasury building—the destruction of other offices 
of the surveyor general, and the consequent loss 
of these records, showing the subdivisions of 
the domain of whole States, densely settled, em- 
bracing towns and cities—what would have to be 
done to secure and perpetuate millions of titles to 
realestate which may have often changed owners? 
The mischief which would ensue would be be- 
yond calculation. Wotld the resurvey of the 
country by the General Government remedy the 
evil? Would it, if allowed by the States, which 
is questionable, arrest the litigation that would 
grow out of the destruction of the original records 
and the obliteration of the old landmarks? I 
apprehend not. If the States would permit it, 
and if Congress were disposed to make a resur- 
vey, it would be impossible to run the lines in all 
cases as they were run at first, and to give any- 
thing like satisfaction in the attempt to readjust 
the surveys. There are other considerations, 
which at this time he would not press on the 
attention of the committee. The item of expend- 
_iture for this important purpose is very small; 
and I think it due to the States, where the Gov- 
ernment is collecting millions upon millions of 
dollars, in the sale of lands, to pass it promptly. 
Mr. CARTER moved that the sum of $100,000 
be appropriated to extend the improvement here- 
tofore commenced by the Government of the 
| United States at the Muscle Shoals, in the State 
of Alabama, up the Tennessee and Holston rivers, 
| to Kingsport, in the State of Tennessee; re- 
jected. 
Mr. C, said, that it was his duty to say to the 
committee that he offered this amendment for the 
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| 











| purpose of acquiring for the countr 
| sented in part some of the benefits of the appro- 





conviction, after mature reflection, that the object 
|| proposed to be accomplished deserves the serious |, 


climates and countries, so that they are necessa- | | ministration. 


| ment is national in its ¢ 
| of view. 


|| tee to no useful purpose. His object was to furnish | 
business done on them than perhaps in any other || 
part of the West, and, consequently, there are | 
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intereste 
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poreeee and expenditures of the Government, 
e was assured that the improvement of these 
rivers could not be objected to upon constitutional 
scruples by those in support of the present Ad- 
i Upon examination it will be found 
that the improvement propaved by the amend- 

aracter in several points 
It is national, because it opens a free, 
safe, and direct communication between the inte- 
rior of the fertile and valuable country of East 
Tennessee, possessing an inexhaustible treasur 
of natural wealth and national resources of indis- 
pensable materials for national defense, as wellas 
an abundance of provision stuffs; and, sir, it com- 
municates witha hardy, industrious, agd patriotic 
people, who, upon all exigencies and calls of their 
Government, are always ready to pour out their 
blood and expend their treasure in defense of the 
honor and free institutions of their country. All 
these indispensables, in time of difficulty and war, 
can be transported with facility to the most vul- 
nerable part of our whole frontier in defense of 
thecountry. And, sir, in time of peace, the proper 
ume to prepare for the defense of the country, this 
section of country of East Tennessee can, ce the 
reception of some encouragement, supply the 
Government with ordnance and munitions of war 
of every character and description upon much 
better terms and of superior quality to any she 
has heretofore been in the use of, all which can 
be transported by means of this improvement to 
any part of the United States that the Government 
Again, sir, the whole country is 
in this improvement, for the single rea- 
son thaf*East Tennessee is capable of supplying 
the world with the indispensable articles oF iron, 
nails, &c., and of a better quality afforded any- 
where else. East Tennessee scems, sir, to be 
designed by nature for a manufacturing country, 
as well as agriculture, and only needs a market 
to secure the independence and happiness of the 
people. In order to aid in the procurement of this 
independence, I hope this committee will adopt 
the amendment. 

Mr. DENNY moved the sum of $20,000 for 
the erection of a public hospital at Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania; rejected. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the sum of 
$10,000,000 be paid to the several States, to be 
divided among them in proportion toTheir Federal 
numbers as ascertained by the last census; rejected 
—ayes 38, noes not counted. 

Mr. RIPLEY moved that the sum of $200,000 
be appropriated, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to select 
sites and prepare materials for the erection of 
hospitals on the western waters for the accom- 
modation of sick persons employed in navigation 
thereon; rejected. 

Mr. GRAVES proposed the sum of $35,000 
for the endowment of a marine hospital at Louis- 
ville, Kentucizy, to be erected under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; rejected. 

Mr. LEA proposed the sum of $3,000 for the 
erection of a district court-house at Knoxville, 
Tennessee; rejected. 

Mr. HANNEGAN proposed that the sum of 
$50,000 be appropriated for the erection of a ma- 
rine hospital at the foot of the Grand Rapids of 
the Wabash river; rejected. 

Mr. MERCER moved the sum of $15,000, to 
be expended under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Buildings, for improving and 
extending the public grounds around the Capitol, 
to the west thereof, as far as First street, and 
graduating the same; rejected. 

Mr. McKENNA, (at the instance of the gen- 
tleman who represented the western district of 
Virginia, [Mr. Morean,] who wasabsent through 
indisposition,) moved the sum of $25,000 for the 
erection of a commercial or marine hospital at 
Wheeling, Virginia; rejected. 

Mr. GLASCOCK moved the sum of $20,000 
for the erection of a marine hospital in the city 
of Savannah, Georgia, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; re- 


Mr. MERCER moved that the amount of the 
roceeds of the sales of the public lands, for the 
fast two years, be paid to the several States in 


jected. 
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